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H. Res. 430 

In the House of Representatives, U. S., 
.J1111c 11. 201.9. 

Resolwd, That the drnir of tlw Committee- on the ,Judici

ar;v of the House of Representatives is authoriz,xl, on behalf 

of sueh Committee, to initiate or intervene in any ,iudieial 

[H'oeec·ding before a Federnl conrt-

( 11 to seek declaratory judgnwnts and ,m:v and all 

am,illary relief, i1wluding ir\jnnetiw n·lief. affirming the 

(A) Willinm P. Barr, Attorner Genernl. to 

comply ·with the subpoena that is thP snbjec-t of tl10 

resolntion aeeompanyini:r Horrne Report l lG-lOfi; 

and 

(B) Donald F. J\frGahn, II, former ,v11ite 

House Counsel, to eornply with the subpoena issued 

to him on April 22, 2019; and 

(2) to petition for diselosun, of information regard

ing any matters identified in m· relating: to tlw sub

poenas reforred to in paragraph ( 11 or any aeeorn

pa11ying report, pursuant to Pr,cleral Rule of Criminal 
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Procedure G(e), ineluding Rule G(e)(3)(E) (providing 

that the court may authorize disclosure of a grand-jury 

matter "preliminarily to * * * a judicial proceeding"). 

Resolved, That the chair of each standing and permanent 

select connnittee, when authorize(l by the Bipartisan Legal 

Advisory Group, retains the ability to initiate or intervene in 

any judicial proceeding before a Pederal court on behalf of 

such committee, to seek declaratory judgments and any and 

all ancillary relief, including injunctive relief, affirming the 

duty of the recipient of any subpoena duly issued by that 

committee to comply with that subpoena. Consistent with the 

Congressional Record statement on ,January 3, 2019, by the 

chair of the Committee on Rules regarding the civil enforce

ment of subpoenas pursuant to clause 8(b) of rule II, a vote 

of the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group to authorize litiga

tion and to articulate the institutional position of the House 

in that litigation is the equivalent of a vote of the full House 

of Representatives. 

Resolved, That in connection ,vith any judicial proceeding 

brought under the first or second resolving clauses, the chair 

of any standing or permanent select comrnittee exercising au

thority thereunder has any and all necessary authority under 

j\rticle I of the Constitution. 

Resolved, That the chair of any standing or permaneut 

seleet committee exereisiug authority described in the first or 

•HRES 430 EH 
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second resolving clause shall notify the House of Representa

tives, with respect to the eommencement of any judicial pro

ceeding thereunder. 

Resolved, That the Office of General Counsel of the 

House of Representatives shall, ·with the authorization of the 

Speaker, represent any standing or permanent select com

mittee in any judicial proceeding initiated or intervened in 

pursuant to the authority (lcscribed in the first or second re

solving clause. 

Resolved, That the Office of General Counsel of the 

House of Representatives is authorized to retain private 

counsel, either for pay or pro bono, to assist in the represen

tation of any standing or permanent select committee in any 

judicial proceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to the 

authority described in the first or seeond resolving clause. 

Attest: 

Clerk. 

•HRES 430 EH 
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A:xnt 
Bo~t. 
Buek 
Clwy 
ilui,(C.\) 

Gotlhcnnot· 
Orr"niTK) 
Griffith 
H.:1.ating!:1 
H.!t"T.!rn Boutl•r 

D 1412 

:!Cin!((IA) 
J:utt~r\~m 
I,oncr 
Ry11.n 
Wright 

So the resolution wa.s agreed to, 
rrhe result or the vote Wa.s announced 

as a.bove recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER pro temvore (Mr. 

Bt'TTBRFIELD). Pursua.nt to clause 8 of 
rule :XX. the unilniRhed business hs the 
question on agreeing to the Bpeaker·s 
approval of the Journal. which the 
Chair will put de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker's ap
proval of the Journal. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I. the Jour
nal stands approved. 

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962, 
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT 
Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker. I a.Rk unani

mour:; consent that the Committee on 
the Judidary be <l:1Hcharged from fur
ther con~id.eration of H.R. 962, the 
Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Protec
tion Act, and ask for its immediate 
consit1.eration in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
guidelines consistently issued by suc
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec
tion 9!'J6 of the House RuleR and Man
ual, the Chair is 0onfltrnined not to en
tertain the rec,uest unless it has been 
Gleared by the bipa.rtfaan floor and 
committee leaden~hip3. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I urge the 
Speaker to immediately schedule this 
important bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen
tleman is not reco.e;nized for debate. 

AUTHORIZING THE COMMITTEE ON 
THE JUDICIARY TO INITIATE OR 
INTERVENE IN JUDICIAL PRO
CEEDINGS TO ENFORCE CERTAIN 
SUBPOENAS 
Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. pursu

ant to House Resolution 43L I oall up 
the resolution (H. Res. 430) authorizing· 
the Committee on the Judiciary to ini
tiate or intervene in juJ:icial pro
ceectlng·s to enforce certain Bnli:poenas 
and for other purpoReR. and ask (or its 
immediate considera.tion. 

The Clerk rea.d the title of the resolu
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu
ant to House Re<mlution 431, the 
amendment in the nature or a P.ub
stitute recommended by the Com
mittee on Rules. printed in the rel'\olu
tion, is adopted. and the reeolution. as 
amended. if-'. considered read. 

The text of the re:mlution, as amend
ed, is as follows: 

H. Ii.ES. 430 

the ch..J.ir o( the CommiUt'e 011 
aru the llou.so of Roprosantati!.'i.s i11 

12Nl, on hehalf o( such Committee, to initiate or 
inlort'£'1<C in any judicial JJroc•cding he.fore a 
Ff!dr-ra! court--

(!) tn ~r-d, declcaator¥ ju.d!J1rtC7'fa and anv a11d 
all a11cillar11 rditJ, includi1'/l in.iunctive rdicf. 
affirming the chtt.1,1 of-

( A) William P. Bart. AUorne-r Gt:r11•ral, 
compl11 with the .mbp11n1a that is the 1111.h}e~nt 
th~ tnolution accompanying Flou1t' Report 
105; and 

(B) Donald J,'. McGah1!., ll, formf!r White 
JfoUM.' Coim1d, tu compl"J,' totth the 1uhpomw 
iimtocl to him on April 22, 2019: and 

(2) to petitwn for di1clo1ure of itlforrnatirm re
aardi11g any matt1:n, identiji'ed in or relati1tg ro 
the IU/)J/01.'na,t roff'rrcd lo i11 f!{ITUQrn.ph (]) OJ' 
anv aC'compa,n.ling report. p1u1111ant to F~1!ernt 
Rule of Crimi1wl Proc,c!ure 6(c!, including Ru.fr 
6(c)tJ){K) (prm;idi1tll that th1:: court. mt.y author
ize diido.mr(' of a 17rcmd-jurv mc:tla "prelimi
naril!I to ... u iudicial vroceNZing"). 

Re11ofrf'd, That tl1(' chuir of cadi :irfoncfing (1/ld 
pcrmun~nt ,,elect cr;,,rmiilfrt. wl1en cii.thoriud /Jy 
the flipariiaan L,-gal .A.ch:i"o'"° Group. rctcin11 
the a/)i/ity to iniliate or intcrr;,enc in any jiidi
cial procecdi-rtll bf!forc a Federal oourt on IJChalf 
of ,uch committee, to tC'ch' dcclaratorv judv
me11t11 and t:1111 and all ancillarv reli,if i-nclw!
ing 111juncth!t' ri!lirf. afjirrnittil the duty uf tl/1' 
recipient of a-ny ,ubpomw d-ulr is::mod by that 
oommittef! to romp/JI with thal 1u011oe11a. C'on-
1iJten! 11:ith the Congr1'1timwl Re,cord lklfr,ncnt 
on Jarrnary ,l, 20W, b11 Ou: Clt(liT of llli' Com
rttittu on Rulos r,-µardinQ Ot-e civil cnforcomcmt 
of 1ubpoe11-ca p1mmw:1t io cfou,e ~(!;) of ,·u/c Jf, 
a i:oto of the 1l1i,artumt Leva.I ,-4.di:i,ory Groiip 
to c:uthori:::e litigation and lu c1rtic1tla(I' the i11-
,ttituti01wl po11itio11 of lho Ho1u1> in tlwt lilif,la
tion 1• th~ ,1qt.i1't.ln1t of a vote of tlw Jt<ll House 
of R1:'prcun/J:itfrt:1. 

Rnolrod, Thal in co,moction u:ith a11y judi
cial prococdirt.Q brour;;ht under thf' fir11t or IC'C
ond rc,olcinµ da-u.tc~. lht· ('hair of anv ,~tandiria 
01 pnmammt ulecl committo.• c:i..'erciiing m+
thority tlwrcur1dM hat1 cnv and all necessary 
uuthMity imd1c1 Article I o(th1.' C01utitu.Uo1t. 

Re,,ulo~d. That the chuir of atl.'/1 ltc.nding or 
permc111ntl je/tr:·t cormnWeo e:rrrci1i1ta authority 
dc1,:-rihf!d i1t the fir,t or iccontl rc,olviffg clau,e 
,hall rwt.ih thr llouu of Rt:pff11'11talit-·1t,. u:ith 
reap~ct to Ow cmrmwncement of any .i1td1cial 
proceeding tlwrn.rtdcr. 

H~11olP~d. That th~ Ojfir·• of Ccmnul 
of the lfottM of Repret1cnfotioe, 11.:itll the 
cmtlwri<::citfor1 of the S11mkor, reprc11.·nt any 
1tandi11Jl or p~nnanc11t ,ckct commilt~e in cntv 
111..cf:cial prncetding initialed or intcrve11ed in 
p1ff.tu.cmt to the a1tlho1H11 det1crifwd in the fint 
m uco1tc% rcrokinil clau,c. 

That ihtt Offic~ of Gnutrnl Co1mt1d 
of Repri:~c11tath·€'11 ii au.thorfa,•d to 

cm,-n,e!. aither for pr.,;:11 or pro 
bono, ussist m th£ rBJ?rf!,rnntalion 1/f crny 
alr:rnding nr fWrmm1m1t ltlf'ci commiitt1r in a1111 
judicial procudi1111 initia.frd or infrrt'i'Ttl.'d in 
pur,uant to the cmthoritu cif'scribcd in the first 
m jt!cu11d rcinhina c!c.u:.c. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reB
olution, as amended. ~hall be debatable 
for 1 hour. e(}ually divided and con
trolled by the chair and ranking minor
ity member of the Committee on Rules. 

The gentleman from Ma.BRachm,ettR 
(Mr. McGOVER'.:'(l and the g'entlewoman 
Crom Arizona (Mrs. LESKO) each will 
control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recog-nizes the gentleman 
from Matisachmietts. 

GE:N$P.AL Lp;AYt: 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in \Vhich to re
vise and extend their remarks and in
sert extraneous material on H. Res. 430. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Massa.ehusett8'? 

There wa.s no objeotion. 
Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yielll 

myself :mch time a.BI may consume. 
Mr. Speaker. this iB a da.rk time. Thi8 

OongresK is being teated---in thifl case, 
not by a foreign adversary but by our 
own President. a President who is un
dertat:ing a relentless campaign of ob
Rtruction and stonewalling·. 

We ha.ve never Reen anything like 
thiR. Never before, Mr. Speaker. has a 
President from either party so fla
grantly ignored Oongregs· constitu
tional overnight authority and our Na
tion's separR.tion of power8. 

You don·t have to take my word (or 
it. President Trump ha8 decla.red. ''We 
are Oghting all the Rubpoena.~." amL '·I 
don·t want people teRtifying•:' These 
words make Richar(I Nixon look like an 
Eagle Scout. 

His Attorney GeneraL William Barr. 
iR a.pparently more than willinj: to fol
low the President's command. He has 
refused to release the full, unreda.ctetl 
Mueller report and any underlyinR' evi
dence until a compromise was :n.na.lly 
reached :veRterday. That is after the 
Judicia.ry Committee had A.lready 
voted to hold him in contempt of Con
greflR. Apparently. the Attorney Gen
eral went from being- Amerioa·s la.wyer 
to being· the de(enP.e counsel for the 
President of the United States. 

I hope the Justioe Department A.cts 
in g·ood fa.ith on thi~ new fl.&Teement. 
These a.re documents that Coni,rreRH 
needs to ~ee in responKe to Special 
Counsel Mueller'R findings. But if they 
do not. and if the Attorney General 
holds back key information, then all 
options need to be on the table. includ
ing enforeing these sutipoenas. That is 
in addition to the !act that 8ome docu
ments and testimony we deserve to ob
tain could very well fall outside the 
bournts of thiH a.greement. 

The Mueller report i3 just the tip of 
the icetier~·. The President 1s uHilli' 
every trick in the book, including false 
cla.iml'\ or executive privileg·e. absolute 
immunity, and la.ck of legitimfl.te legiH
lative purpose, all to oti"'troct legiti
mate inquirieB into matters that im
pact Americans· da.Hy lives. This in
cludes the President's attack: on afford
able healthcare oovera.ie for millions 
of Americans. including- thoRe with pre
existing; conditiorn~; his family separa
tion policy that has torn a.part vulner
al:ile immi~:rant fa.milills; hiR misappro
priation of military funds tor his offen
sive border wall; and his decision to 
roll back landmark eivil rights protee
tionfl. 

This is exactly the sort of con
centrated power in the hands of the few 
that the Pounders intentionally pre
vented through the creation of the 
three separate but coequal branches of 
g-overnment, each branch with unique 
powers ancl re~ponsibilities a.nd each 
branch expectell to a.ct as a check: on 
the power of the other!'!. 

But the Pre~i<.lent is trying' to take 
this balance of power and centralize it 
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in one place, 1600 Pennsylvania. Ave
nue. He is acting as thoug:h the law ap
plies to every American but himself. 

The PreRident's strategy here is 
clear. Tweet 1iy tweet, quote by quote. 
he ha:-, laid it bare (or all of us to see. 

The question is whether this Con
gress will have the courage to take a 
stand a~·a.inst it and whether we will 
confront it for what it is, an attack on 
the very notion of Congress as a co
equal branch of government. I can't 
speak for my friends on the other side 
of the aisle, but this Democratic ma
jority will not allow this President to 
turn a blind eye to the rule of law. 

That iA why I introduced this meas
ure, H. Res. 430. It is a civil enforce
ment resolution that 'Will strengthen 
our hand in court as Congress tries to 
get the documents this administration 
iA- currently trying to hide. so we can 
uncover the truth and follow the facts. 
wherever they may lead. 

The first part of this resolution fol
lows past precedent used by Demo
cratic and Rel}Ublican majoritieB, this 
time to allow the Judiciary Committee 
to go to court to enforce sulrpoen.a.s 
issued to the At.torney General and 
former White House General Counsel 
DonMcGahn. 

The second part reaffirms key lan
guage in House rules. making clear 
that every committee chair retainR the 
ability to go to Federal court to seek 
civil enforcement of their subpoenas 
when authorized by the Bipartisan 
Legal Advisory Group. That inclU(les 
those already issued. as well as any fu
ture subpoenas. 

I know some of my colleag·ues on the 
other side will be quick to claim this 
resolution is unprecedented. To them, I 
would ask this: What is the precedent 
for an administration refusing to com
ply with any congressional oversight
no documents, no information, noth
ing? There isn't one. 

We have never seen anything like 
this before, so we need an appropriate 
response like this because of this ad
ministration·s constant obstruction. 

I am proud that my fellow committee 
chairs quickly joined in cosponsoring
this resolution, including Oversight 
and Reform Committee Chairman CCM
'.V.IIKGS. Foreign Affairs Committee 
Chairman ENGJ~L. Judiciary Committee 
Chairman NADLER, Ways and Means 
Committee Chairman NRAL. Intel
ligence Committee Chairman SCHIFF, 
and Financial Services Committee 
Chairwoman W.•.:rims. 

I urge all of my colleag·ues to join us. 
This deserves support from both sides 
of the a.isle. 

I know the silence from some of my 
Republican friends to what this Presi
dent is doing has been deafening. but 
this moment demands you finally 
speak up and say enouF;h is enough. 
This resolution is not about politics or 
partisanship. It is about defending the 
rule of law and the very notion of sepa
ration of powers. 

The challenge here is so great that if 
we don·t stand up to President Trump 

today, then we risk losing the power to 
stand up to any President in the fu
ture. 

I strongly urge my colleag,ues: Let's 
make clear that the law still matters, 
even in Donald Trump's America. We 
can tlo that by voting "yeR" on this 
resolution and making clear that no 
one 18 above the law, not even the 
President of the United States. 

Let's do rig-ht Uy the American peo
ple. Let's re::-i.tore the di~;nity of this in
stitution. Let's pass this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem
bers are reminded to refrain from en
g·ag:ing· in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speak.er, I rise today in opposi
tion of H. Res. 430. 

It is <lisaooointing that we are here 
aga.in debating a measure that will 
have absolutely no impact on the lives 
of our constituents. Instead of fixing 
pressing isimes like the security and 
humanitarian crisis at our southern 
border, the Democrats continue their 
focus on influencing' the 2020 election 
at taxpayer expense. Americans are 
tired of this witch hunt. 

For nearly 2 years. Democrats 
claimed that the President collmled 
with the Russians to interfere in the 
2016 Presidential eleotion. After 22 
months, 2.800 subpoenas, 500 warrants., 
40 FBI agents. and spending $35 mil
lion. Special Counsel Mueller con
cluded there waR no collusion between 
President Trump and Russia and did 
not charge him with obstruction. 

Yet. my Democratic colleagues con
tinue to attempt to undermine the 
President of the United States because, 
all I can think of is, they haven't ac
cepted. the fact that he won the elec
tion. It is clear to me that the Demo
crats a.re trying• to influence the 2020 
Presidential election at taxpayer ex
pense. 

Americans have real problems that 
we can and should be tackling- instead. 
In May, the U.S. Border Patrol appre
hended a jaw-dropping- 133,000 people at 
our southern border. That is only the 
peo:ple they caught. Yet, we are here 
debating· subl}oen11s. targeting- the 
President. probably because it will pro
vide Democra.tA free airtime. 

This unprecellented resolution should 
not even be on the House floor today. 
It has never been done before in the en
tire history of the United States. 

The House ha.R only sued for docu
ments twice before. In both cases. the 
individuals in question were first found 
in contempt of Congress at both the 
committee level and by the full House. 
This has not hatipeneJ. here. 

On top o! that. the relevant sub
poenas seek material that includes 
grand jury materials tha.t. by law. can
not be made public. The Democrats are 
asking· Attorney General Barr to vio
late the law. 

\Vhen my colleagues and I tried to 
iml}rove this reRolution, the DemocratR 
blocked us at every turn. 

I offered an amendment that would 
let the American people know how 
much money this resolution would cost 
taxpayers. Democrats blocked it. Re
publicans offered amendments to pre
vent taxpayer money from {!;oing to 
lobbyistR.. to disclose contracts \V'ith 
lawyers, aml to disclose where this tax
payer money was coming from to fund 
this witch hunt. Democrats blocked 
each and every one. 

One amendment in l}a.rticular high
lights the partisan tiolitica.1. media
g-rabbing motives of thiB resolution. 
Republicans offered an amendment re
ciuiring the Judkia.ry Committee 
chairman to certify that he made a 
g:·ood faith effort to negotiate with the 
Attorney General, but the Democrats 
blocked that amendment, too. 

The Attorney General has been 
tranRtiarent, and the Department of 
Justice has attempted numerous ac
commodations. including just yeRter
day when the Department of Justice 
agreed to let members of the com
mittee view an unredacted retiort ex
cluding grand jury materiaL which, by 
law. cannot be relea.sed. 

□ 1430 
But even as the Attorney General has 

attempted to work with the Committee 
on the Judiciary. Chairman NADLER 
has moved at unpr0cedented speed, 
moving from a demand for an 
unredacted report to subpoena to this 
resolution in a matter of mere weeks. 
From the Democrats· actions and prior 
statements, it is difficult not to view 
the purpose of this resolution a.nd this 
debate a;-; a.nything but political. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 1ialance of 
my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the g·entlewoman from 
California (Ms. WATERS), the distin
guished chairwoman of the Financial 
Ser'Vices Committee. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. McGOVRRN) for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker. I strongly support H. 
Res. 430. which authorizes litigation to 
compel Attorney General Barr to pro
v'ide key evidence underlying the 
Mueller report and the unredacted re
port itself, authorizes a civil suit to 
compel Don McGa.hn to provide the 
Committee on the Judiciary with docu
ments and testimony, and, prospec
tively, allows committee chairs to 
brin.~ civil actjons on behalf of their 
committees to enforce their subpoenas 
without a subsequent full House vote 
when authorized by the bipartisan 
leKal advisory group. 

H. Res. 430 iR key to ensuring that 
Congress is able to ert1ciently exercise 
its constitutional restionsibilitiee. in 
light of the unprecedented 
stonewalling by the Trump administra
tion and a President who has openly 
said such things as: ·'We're fighting all 
the subpoenas," and, "I don't want peo
ple testifying.'' 

Who does he think he is? A dictator? 
The committees have requeRted in

formation that we are constitutionally 



26756

June 11, 2019 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE H4413 
entitled to, as a coequal branch of g·ov
tn·nment, and that we need to fulfill 
our legislative and oversight resl)on
sibilities. In the Financial Services 
Committee, for example. we have sub
poenaed documents from financial in
stitutionR, including Deutsche Bank 
and Capital One, as pa.rt of our inveR
tig·ation into the integTity of the 
United States financial syBtem, bank 
safety and loan practices, and anti
money laundering :policies, including 
as they apply to and involve the a.c
counts of President Trump and family 
members. So, ladies and gentlemen, in 
another diffplay of stonewalling-. Presi
dent Trump sued to prevent the banks 
from complying with the committee's 
valid subpoenas. 

I will continue to fmpport efforts to 
ensure that our critical oversig•ht is 
not impeded. 

Who does he think he is'? 
The SPEAKER pro teml,)ore. Mem

bers are again reminded to refrain from 
engaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Spealrnr. I yielcl 7 
minutes to the g·entleman from Geor
gia (Mr. COLLI~S ), ranking member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georg•ia. Mr, Speak
er. I rise in strong opposition to H. Res. 
430, a resolution authorizing· the Com
mittee on the Judiciary to initiate or 
intervene in judicial proceedings to en
force certain subpoenas. and for other 
purposes. 

This resolution is an assault on this 
body's constitutional oversight au
thorities. By :Drocee<ling in this unprec
edented manner. the House is putting 
the judicial branch in an unfortunate 
position, 

Never before has the House author
ized the general counsel to sue without 
first exham1ting- all our constitutional 
remedies to gain compliance with our 
oversight demands. Proceeding· in this 
manner risks weakening- our a.bili ty to 
carry out our overAig-ht responsibil
ities. 

On May 8. the Committee on the ,Ju
diciary voted 24-16 to hold Attorney 
General Barr in criminal contempt of 
Congress. The committee did not pur
sue contempt ag'ainst Donald McGahn. 
Mr. McGahn's case is unifiue, and I will 
a.ddress it in more detail la.tar. 

Contrary to :Dress reportti, Mr. Speak
er. we are not actin_g today on the con
tempt citation rel,)orte<l by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. We are au
thorizing· the House to Bue the Attor
ney General, Mr. McGahn. an<l any 
other official or private citizen any 
committee chair deems contemptuous 
in the future. 

This is a novel, untested. and risky 
propm;ition. I will give it to you thig 
way. Mr. Speaker: The majority is defi
nitely audacious in their request. 

The media and the Democrats rou
tinely rail ai(ainst the President being 
quick to sue. Well, Mr. Speaker. that is 
exactly what the majority is doing. 
Having rushed to contempt, we are now 
bypa.sRinK that remedy altogether and 
going straight to court. 

Constitutional scholar Jonathan 
Turley recently wrote. Democrats' liti
g·ation strateg·y "is clearly driven more 
by political than legal calculations." 

This is the problem I have. Mr. 
Speaker: These tactics vrnaken the 
House. ag-gra.nd1ze the executive 
branch. and cede decisionmaking to the 
judicial branch. 

This is a problem. The majority can 
mess up oversig'ht however they want 
to. The majority can rush to judgment 
whenever they want to. 

My chairman has subpoenaed most 
everything- that moves, and it seems 
other committees are wanting to as 
well. But here is the J,)roblem: When 
you are rushing· to this and you are 
ta.king- it on grounds that are not le
-~ally soum.1-arnl which. by the way, at 
this same hearing where Mr. Turley 
was, all three of the Democrat wit
nesses also ag,reed that the subpoena. of 
the Attorney General was not legal in 
the sense that it was asking him to do 
something illeg·a.I. 

The other iRsue here is. when you 
practice proper oversight, we are get
ting documents on election results, we 
are also get.ting- documents on immi
gration a.nd others from this adminis
tration. Where the rub has come is in 
overbroad illegal subpoenas from these 
committees. 

Now, they may want to screw it up 
now for their purposes, but I don't 
want it in the future, going· forward. 
where this House·s overflight ability 
has been tampered Ly a rush to judg
ment. Let's think about this institu
tion more than our next headline. 

This is a problem heca.uRe it is uncer
tain here. Mr. Speaker, the House \vill 
even be gTanted starnling- in court since 
we have declined to exercise all of our 
constitutional remedies. namely. con
tempt, in its many forms. 

This is not the only impediment fac
ing Democrats. At every turn, as we 
have discussed in our minority views to 
the committee's contempt report. the 
majority refused to engage with DOJ in 
the requisite negotia.tiom1 and accom
modation J,)rocesses. 

During· our ma.rku:D of the contempt 
resolution. the chairman made several 
damaging admissions-this is the 
chairman of the Committee on the Ju
<liciarv· 

First: he conceded the Attorney Gen
era.I cannot lawfully comply with his 
::mbl,)oeua demanding graml jury mate
rial. 

Second, he Rtated the subpoena was 
the beginning of a dialogue. I am not 
sure what .Ci.rst-yea.r law student \Vill 
believe that a subpoena is the begin
ning of a dialogue. 

Third, he admitted the imtipoena was 
intentionally broad to give the com
mittee clout in court. 

i\_g-ain, I am not sure which Black's 
LaW Dictionary ,;ve are looking up 
under "subpoena," but that is not part 
of it. 

All along, the g;oa.l has been to get to 
court. not to get information and con
duct legitimate oversight of Russian 

interference or secure our elections. If 
Democrats were interested in these 
good government issues, they would 
ha.ve accepted DOJ's offer to review the 
nearly unredacted Muel.ler report. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, the chairman, 
even. has not done so. The goal is to 
clearly haul the administra-tion into 
court in an attempt to pacify a l>aAe 
rabid for imJ.)eachment. 

\Vhen Cong-resa exercises its over
Hight powers, it must take advantage 
of every offer of information from the 
other branch. It is disinJlem10us to de
cline the free information Democrats 
so strongly claim to want. It shows the 
majority does not want the informa
tion: they want a fight. 

In addition to the subpoena being 
overly hroad and requiring the Attor
ney General to violate the law to com
ply. the chairman failed to establish a 
valid legislative purpo3e for his de
mands. There are other avenues the 
chairman could 3eek to get the infor
IDi.tion he wants. Congress could pass a 
la.w granting' itself an exem:Dtion to 
~Tand jury secrecy rules, but the ma
jority has not brought that up. 

The most alarming aspect of this ac
tion, however, is the unl,)recedented 
speed-a mere 44 days },)a.seed between 
the chairman·s first requetit to the At
torney General and the date the com
mittee held him in contempt. In stark 
contra::it, 464 days passed from the date 
that Chairman IsRa. requestell informa
tion from Attorney General Holder on 
Fast and Furious and the date the 
Committee on OversiR·ht and Reform 
held him in contempt, 138 days for Har
riet Miers and the date the committee 
held her in contempt. 

The action the majority is author
izing today against Don McGahn, how
ever, Mr. Speaker, is far more egre
gious for ma.ny reasons. Mr. McGahn is 
not the custodian of the documents the 
committee and the chairman demand. 
The White House is. Yet we are smear
ing a :Driva..te citizen·s reputation and 
dragging him into court--at taxpayer 
expense-in an effort to redo the 
Mueller investigation because the ma
jority and the media didn't like the 
outcome. 

Democrats again have failed to lay a 
foundation for any action against Mr. 
McGahn. Chairman NADLP':R has never 
forma.lly ob,iected to the President·s 
protective assertion of executive privi
lege or other common law privileges 
asserted by Mr. McGalm. 

Un<ler Supreme Court precedent, the 
chairman must take this important 
procedural step to pursue further ac
tions a.Ka.inst a witness. The witness 
should be given a clear-cut choice be
tween compliance and noncompliance. 
between answering the question and 
risking prosecution for contempt. Here, 
the witness is being hauled into court 
without proper notice. 

Evidence of this glaring error is in 
the RRCOHD. On May 31, Chairman NAD
LBR wrote Mr. McGahn·s counsel and 
stated he did not agree with the White 
House or Mr. McGahn and offered to 
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continue neg'otiatinK. but the chairman 
also gave Mr. McGahn a deadline of 
June 7-this past Friday-to respond. 
Meanwhile. the Rules Committee no
ticed a markup of this resolution on 
June 6. one day before the deadline. 

I think we are seeing the pattern 
here. This is a revealing error. But er
rors occur when you are pushing aGtion 
through at light speed anU ceding· your 
power to the juilicial branch. A court 
will decide whether the House has 
standing. v1rhether the case is right. and 
whether the Congress is entitled to the 
information outside of an impeach
ment inquiry. 

As also has been said, the propo
sitions are a gamble. Here. Mr. Speak
er. we are gambling with the power of 
a coequal branch. This approach is un
tested and can do significant harm to 
Congress' Article I authority. 

Lastly, Mr. Speaker. I must make 
mention, the authorization of the gen
eral counsel to seek pro bono legal 
serv1ces circumvents the House ethics 
rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georg'ia. Mr. Speak
er, those rules proVide an exception for 
Members to bring civil "'etion chal
lenging- the lawfulness of an action of a 
Federal agency or an action of a Fed
eral oftictal taken in an official capac
ity prov1ded that the action concerns a 
matter of public interest rather than a 
matter that is personal in nature. 

This resolution contravenes ethics 
rules by giving the general counsel the 
authority, in Mr. McGahn·s case, to so
licit a gift: pro bono level services. I 
am not sure that was the majority's in
tent, but the inconsi~tencie3, result 
when Democrats aim to rush resolu
tions through the House outside of reg·
ular order. 

Mr. Speaker, the majority may wish 
to change the rules. This majority may 
wish to g;et to the finish line quicker. 
The majority may wish to circumvent 
everything that is present in this 
House-and we have seen a lot of it 
over the past 5112 months-but I wish 
they would take into acuount that they 
may not be the majority forever, hope
fully, and if they mess up oversight of 
a coequal branch, it is on their hands. 

That is what the vote for -'yes'' is on 
this resolution. That is why a Member 
of this body should vote "no" for the 
integrity of this House. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. let me 
just assure the g'entleman from Geor
gia. that there is nothing novel about 
this leg•islation. It is not novel because 
everything in this bill goes to the Bi
partisan Legal Advisory Group, and 
tha.t has been the ca..se in the pa.Rt. 

What is novel. however, is a Presi
dent of the United States who says "ig
nore fml>poenaR" and ''we will not co
operate'' and tells people not to testify. 
That is not only novel. it is shocking. 

Mr. Speaker. I vwuld just say to my 
friends on the other side: You are going 

to have a choice today to either vote 
for this resolution a.nd stand up for this 
institution and supl)ort the rule of la.w, 
or you are going to vote in a way that 
is going to be complicit with this 
President's obstruction and Uisresl)ed 
for this institution and diRI'0Bl)ect for 
the rule of law. I urge you to vote with 
us. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem
bers are reminded to refrain from en
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr, Speaker, I yield 
4 minutes to the gentleman from Mary
land (Mr. ClTMM]t--08), the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Over
sight and Reform. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
in strong support of this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker. the Trump administra
tion is eng·aged in one of the most un
precedented coverups since WaterKate, 
and it is not just about Russia. It is so 
muuh broader than that. This coverup 
spans across numerous investigations, 
and it extends from the White House to 
multiple Federal agencies of govern
ment to coml)letely separate outside 
parties. 

The administration offidals now 
question the fundamental basis of Con
g-ress to conduct oversight. They object 
to committee rules and precedence 
that have been in place for decades 
under both Republican and Democratic 
leaders, and they make baseless leg-al 
arguments to avoid producing docu
ments and testimony. The Trump ad
ministration i8 challenging the very 
constitutionality of congressiona.l 
oversig·ht, and it is happening in broad 
daylight. 

Several weeks ago, President Trump 
vowed. "We're fighting all the sub
poenas .. , Since then, he has refused to 
work on legislative priorities such as 
infrastructure until Congress halts 
overBii,:·ht and investigations of his ad
ministration. He wants us to forgo our 
responsibility under the Constitution 
as a condition of passing· lawR to help 
our constituents and his constituents. 

The President's arguments are base
less. He suggests that all subpoenas 
that Congress puts out are partisan and 
somehow related to the Russia probe. 
but that is simply not correct. In the 
Oversight and Reform Committee, we 
have iRRued eight subr>oenas: six of 
them are biparti3an and none of them 
are about Russia. They involve issues 
like the census, immigrant children 
being locked in cages and ser>ara.ted 
from their families, and the President's 
finances. 

D 1445 
This entire year, the White House 

has not produced one document to the 
Oversii'ht and Reform Committee. Let 
me say that ag•ain: In all of our inves
tii'ations, the White House has not pro
duced one single shred of paper in re
sponse to our requests. 

The hurricanes in Puerto Rico, the 
White House has produced nothing. Se
curity clearance abuses, the White 

House has produced nothing. Efforts to 
transfer nuclear technology to Saudi 
AraLia, the White House haA produc:ed 
nothing. Hush-money payments, the 
\V11i te House has produced not a thing. 
Even on issues like spending taxpayer 
dollars to pay for private jets, the 
White House has produced abRolutely 
nothing. 

Over and over ag-ain, it does not mat
ter what the topic is, the tactics are 
the ;-;ame. This beg's the question: \Vhat 
are we covering- up? 

Tomorrow, our committee will vote 
on whether to hold the Attorney Gen
eral and the Secretary of Commerce in 
contempt of Congress for retusing to 
produce doeumentR relating to the Cen
sus. Again, these subpoenas are l)ipar
tisan. and this issue haR nothing to do 
with Russia. Yet, the Trump adminis
tration has delayed, stonewalled, ob
structetl, and challenged the authority 
of the Congress on even those ques
tions. 

I support today'R resolution because 
it makes clear that in addition to seek
ing criminal contempt on the House 
floor, committees may seek authority 
to enforce their subpoenaR directly in 
civil court actions. Nobody is above the 
law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen
tleman from Maryland. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, no
body is above the law. not even the 
PreAident of the United StateR. 

Today's resolution reafflrms that 
Congress has the independent author
ity under the Constitution to inves
tig'ate waste, fraud, abuse, and wrong
doing' so that we can paAB laws that are 
eITective and efticient on behalf of all 
of our constituents. 

Mr. Speaker. I urge my colleagues to 
support the reRolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before 
proceeding, Members are again re
minded to refrain from engaging in 
personalitieR toward the President. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Ari
zona (Mr. BIGGS). iny friend. 

Mr. BIGGS, Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding. I oppose this 
resolution. 

The subpoena for Attorney General 
Barr is unenforceable on its face. It de
mam1s the full and unredauted Mueller 
report, including grand jury material 
that the Attorney Genera.I cannot law
fully disclose, and the Democrats know 
this. 

In a hearing last month, Chairman 
NADLER admitted that Attorney Gen
eral Barr could not lawfully release 
grand jury material. He therefore ad
mitted that the Attorney General 
could not lawfully compl;Y with the 
subpoena. 

In:-1tead, the chairman ::mggested that 
the subpoena is a starting point in ne
R'OtiationR. Rarely have I heard that 
term used with regard to a subpoena. 
In fact. I never heard it before that 
time. 
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In the Judiciary Committee's hearing 

on executive privilege last month. one 
of the majority's own witnesses testi
fied that "One of the categories of in
formation presently .'.-louirht by the 
committee appears so broad as to put 
the executive branch officials to a 
nearly impossible task. . .. The com
mittee cannot in g·ood faith expect 
compliance; accord1ng'ly, the lmrden is 
on the committee to subRtantially nar
row thiK aspect ofit.'.-1 request." 

My friemlR talk a.bout the rule of law, 
but the Democrats have admitted in a 
hearing in the Judiciary Committee 
that the sul}poena. was overly broad 
and that objects of the subpoena that 
are prohibited from disclosure, such as 
6(e) material, were not subjeut to the 
subpoena. But they didn't flx their sub
poena. They didn't issue a new sub
poena. They didn't amend the sub
poena. They jURt attempted to amend 
their contempt citation. 

The defendant's confusion over what 
is subject to a subpoena is t\.<lequa.te 
evidence that the 1mbpoena itself is le
g-ally deficient as 1leing· confusin~: and 
overly Lroad. A court will not be able 
to read the collective minds of our 
Democratic collea,gues and will not ex
pect such cla.irvoya.nce from the Attor
ney General nor from the former White 
House Counsel. 

The administration is currently ne
gotiating in g·ood faith. \Ve see that an 
agreement was reached just yesterday. 
The same Democrat, when discussing 
the assertion of executive privilege by 
the administration. Bta.ted, ''These de
velopments do not. however, relieve 
the committee of its oblig-ation to eon
tinue to neg·otiate." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tl10 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 1fi seconds to the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker. just as the 
subpoena is overly broad and, quite 
frankly, unprecedented. as well as le
g'ally deficient, this resolution is also 
overly broad and unique in the annals 
of American history. 

When the chairwoman from Cali
fornia referred to the President of the 
United States as a dictator, her lan
guage was rancorous and unparliamen
ta.ry, but it seems to have been filled 
with projeetion, as this resolution pro
vides unique authorities. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to yield 1 minute to the gentle
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI), 
the distinguished Speaker of the 
House. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank 
him for giving us this opportunity to 
protect and defend the Constitution of 
the United States. which is our oath of 
o!Oct:1. 

Let me salute the chairs of the com
mittees of ,iurisdiction who have led us 
down this path of i·rea.t respect for law. 
precedent, and the oath we take: Con
gresswoman MAXrNE WA'r1ms, Cong·ress
man CCMMINGS. Congressman R\DLirn., 

Congressman RICHARD NEAL, and Con
g-resBma.n ELIOT ENGEL, all of whom 
have been fig·hting· the Og·ht and gath
ering the !acts to protect and defend 
our Constitution. 

The oath of office that we take is 
11vhy we are on the floor today, to hold. 
Attorney General of the United States 
Barr and former White House Counsel 
McGahn in civil contempt for their re
fusal to comply with Cong-reRs' sub
poenas. We must follow the facts and 
uncover the truth for the American 
people. 

At the birth of our democracy, amid 
war and revolution, Thomas Paine said 
the times have found us. We are here 
today because the times have found us. 
While we do not place ourselves in the 
same category of great,ness as our 
Founders, we do recognize the urgency 
of the threat to our Nation that we 
face today. 

This body has a solemn duty. Mr. 
Speaker, to protect and defend our de
mocracy, honoring the oath we take 
and the Com:1titution that is the foun
dation of our freedom. That Constitu
tion begins with our beautii'nl pre
amble, '·We the People." 

Immediately following those words of 
the preamble is Article I. establishing 
a CongreRR in which ''all leg·isla.tiv0 
Powers herein granted are vested.'' 

The Founders conferred upon the 
first branch reRpongibilitieR that are 
sweeping in 8cope. We set an agenda. 
We hold the power of the purne. We 
write the laws that all of us are bound 
by, including the President of the 
United States and those who surround 
him. 

Fundamental to those responsibil
ities is oversight of the executive 
branch and all the areas essential to 
the well-being- of the American people. 

Oversight is our institutional duty. 
to ensure against the abuse of power, 
protect the rule of law, and expoAe the 
truth for the people v.rho are "the only 
legitimate fountain of power,,. in the 
words of James Madison. 

To conduct that oversight. the Con
gress is both conRtitutionally obligated 
and leg·ally entitled to access and re
view materials from the executive 
branch, which it can subpoena. 

Yet. the President and the adminis
tration have shown an unprecedented 
and unjustifiable refusal to furnish 
Congress with that information. Presi
dent Trump himRelf has said, "We're 
fi.!;'hting all the sutlpoena.s." and. "I 
don't want people teH.tifyin,r,'' and. ''No 
do-overs." 

His administration has employed. 
every tool it can find to obstruct le.Kiti
mate committee oversig'ht. everything 
from witness intimidation to blanket 
stonewalling· to spurious claims of ex
ecutive privilege, absolute immunity. 
and lack of legislative purpose. 

This obstruction violates decades of 
established legal precedent. Through
out our history, the courts have made 
absolutely clear that the House has the 
authority to follow the facts to un
cover the truth for the American peo-

ple and that ·'the power of the Con
gress to conduct investig·ations is in
herent in the le.g:islative proceRs. ·· 

Our oversii'ht responsibility con
tinues to be resoundingly affirmed in 
the courts again and again. Last 
month. the U.8. District Court for the 
District of Columbia ruled in the 
Mazars court deeision that '·there can 
be little doubt that Congress' interest 
in the accuracy of the Pre::-ident'A fi
nancial disclosures falls within the leg
islative sphere." 

That same week, the judg·e ruled in 
the Deutsche Bank caRe that Con,1~TeRs' 
'·subpoenas are all in service of raCially 
leg-itima.te investigative _purposes.·· 

The administration·s obstruetion not 
only violates long-established prece
dent, but it also endangers our very de
mocracy. We need answers on the many 
questions left unanswered by the 
Mueller report. which made clear that 
the Russians waged an all-out attack 
on our democracy. and the Mueller re
port documented 11 instances of ob
struction from the White Hom,e itself. 

This is a grave threat to our democ
raey, but the President calls it a 
''hoax'' and refuses to protect our de
mocracy. Why iR that? We take an oath 
to protect our Constitution from all 
enemies. foreign and domestic. What 
the White House and the administra
tion are doing is a danger and a threat 
to our democracy. 

At the same time. the administra
tion·s campaign of stonewalling ex
tends far beyond the Mueller report. 
The administration is obscuring the 
truth behind its disastrous policy deci
sions, from attacking- Affordable Care 
Act coverage for millions of Ameri
cans, including those with preexisting· 
conditionfl>, ta.king it to court to over
turn it while saying· to the American 
people that it supports preexisting- con
ditions coverage; to tearing- apart vul
nerable immigrant families at the bor
der; to stealing military fund.s for an 
ine!feetive, wasteful border wall; to 
rolling back key civil rights protec
tions for women, LGBTQ Americans, 
and people of color. The list goes on 
and on. 

In court, they also tried to defend 
their abuse of power when it comes to 
the Census, which the Constitution is 
very clear about. that every 10 years 
the people of the country will be enu
merated. They want to put a citizen
ship phra.Be in there to put a chilling 
effect on our getting an accurate 
count. 

The well-being of the American peo
ple and the inte~Ti ty of our democrauy 
are imperiled by this brazen lJehavior. 
Senator McCn:-;-NELL declares "case 
closed.'· enabling- this eampatgn of 
blanket, unprecedented obstruction. 

\Ve see the obstruction in thiR Hom'l-e 
to trying to uphold our proceedings, 
but we have the votes to proceed. The 
United States Senate has a responsi
bility to protect and defend the Con
stitution, but they are ignorin__g that. 
As Members of Congress. we have a re
sponsibility to honor our oath of office 
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and strengthen the institution in 
which we serve for the people. 

We have a reRpom1ibility under the 
vision of our Founders aml the text of 
the Constitution to ensure that the 
truth is known. No one is above the 
law. Everyone will be held acconnta.ble, 
including the President of the United 
States. 

The people'R House will continue to 
fi.2:ht to make the truth known for the 
American :people and vrill defend Con
t1;reRs' role under Article I. 

I urge a strong bipartisan vote for 
this resolution to hold Attorney Gen
eral Barr and former White House 
Counsel McGahn in civil contempt for 
their refusal to comply with Congress' 
sulJpoenas and to honor the oath o! of
fice that they talrn. 

I urge an "aye" vote. 
Mm. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia (Mr. McCLIKTOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker. 
there is a reaRon for the abusive rhet
orie from the left. For 2~,2 years. they 
peddled a monstrous lie that Donald 
Trump is colluding \Yi th a hostile for
eig'n government. They concocted it 
with a phony dossier commissioned by 
the Clinton campaign and promoted 1Jy 
the highest officials in the FBI. our in
telligence agencies, and the Justice De
partment. first in a failed attempt to 
interfere with the 2016 Presidential 
election and then to undermine the 
constitutionally elected President of 
the United States. 

Now, deRpite spending $25 million on 
an outrageously biased team of par
tisan zealots aRsemblecl by Mr. Mueller, 
which initially included the now-infa
mous Peter Strzok and Lisa Page, and 
uRing some of the most abusive pros
ecutorial tactie:c; ever employed in this 
country, they could find no evidence to 
support the lie. 

□ 1500 
So what to do? 
They had to think up another lie and 

think it up quick. So now we hear cries 
of obstruction and coverup. Good luck 
·wit,h that. 

Coverup of a c11me that never hap
pened? 

ObRtruction, by turning over every 
document Mueller requested and even 
waiving' executive privilege to allow 
the White House counsel to testify? 

Now, Mr. Speaker. you compare th.at 
to Hillary Clinton's willful destruction 
of 30,000 emails under ::mh:poena and 
you g'et a sense of the double standard 
involved here. 

This is a desperate suavenger hunt to 
salvage their false narrative. and their 
time and the Nation's patience is run
ning out. The other Rhoe is about to 
drop. Broad investigations are now well 
underway and will soon reveal how this 
lie was perpetrate(! and promoted. Two 
governments interfered in our elec
tions. the Russians through ham-hand
ed propaganda. and the Obama admin
istration by turning the most terri
fying powers entrusted to our govern
ment against our political prouess. 

The reckoning' is coming. As Long
fellow said: 

Tho wheel-' of the p:od" grind slow. but- Lhey 
grind exeeoi1Jnp;ly fino. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nesRee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker. this fa an 
opportunity for Congress to reassert 
itself as an equal branch of govern
ment. The fact that it is tmpposed to be 
three equal branches of government is 
not totally aceurate. 

When we came up with the Constitu
tion, we decided that we didn't want to 
have an autocratic king rule us. That 
is why we had a revolution. When the 
men met to write our Constitution. 
they made Congress Article L There 
waR a reason they made Congress Arti
cle I, because the CongreRR revresents 
the peovle. It is not a king, it is not an 
autocrat. and it is not a despot. It is 
the Representatives of the people who 
make the laws. \Ve are supposed to 
really be the embodiment-and we are 
the embodiment-of the American peo
ple. 

This President has thumbed his. nose 
at the Representatives. of the veople by 
not complying with lawful requeRts for 
documentation and lawful requests for 
testimony for CongTe~s to do its eon
stitutionally delegated purpose of over
sight of the executive branch and laws 
that are necessary for the betterment 
of this Nation. 

This is about time CongTess did act. 
I am proud of Congres::-1 -!or bringing 
these bills. and I am Rhocke<l at the op
position for not wanting the people's 
House-their House, their legislative 
body-to stand up for future Con
gresAes as well as this Congress for the 
rightful power that it deserves to do 
oversig:ht and perform its functions 
with the be:c;t possible witnesses and 
testimony and materials that could aid 
it in its ef!ortR. 

I support the contempt citations. I 
condemn the parties that have 
thumbed their nose;-; at us. subpoena 
under law. they are supposed to arrive 
with documentation and appear to tes
tify. If they object. they can object 
there and then, not just disreg-ard Con
gresses' subpoenas that are lawf'nl. 

MrR. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield 2% 
minutes to the g·entleman from Geor
gia (Mr. WOODALi,). 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker. I thank 
my frtend on the Rules Committee for 
yielding'. 

Mr. B,Dee.ker. I have been listening to 
the debate intently. I don't disagree 
with much of what my friend from Ten
nessee had to say. It is a bad habit that 
both varties have i'Otten into over the 
decades of my lifetime putting- party 
above Article in terms of judicial over
sight. executive branch oversight, and 
even our responsibilities here, suuh as 
declaring war. 

But ,vhat you have not heard here 
today. Mr. 8tieaker, and what you will 
not hear is why the passage of this res
olution adva.nte.g:es us in any way. 
There is not one piece of information 

that the Speaker of our House-our 
Speaker-just came and asked for that 
we are not empowered to request 
today. 

The difference, Mr. Speaker. is if we 
pasR this resolution, rather than the 
House requesting this information-as 
has historically been true-we would 
begin to request information one com
mittee chairman at a time. 

Does that advantage us in Article I, 
going to court one committee ehair
man at a time. or are we advantag:ed 
\.Vhen the Speaker speaks on Uehalf of 
us all? 

I don't know the answer, Mr. Speak
er. I am not a legal scholar. and in the 
Rules Committee where we had orig:'i
nal jurisdiction on this, we did not call 
any legal seholars to help us answer 
that question. In the Jmliciary Com
mittee they did not call any legal 
scholarR to help to answer this ques
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I tell you there is not a 
Member of this institution on either 
side of the aisle who cares more about 
Article I and our exerting the restion
sibilities the Constitution give:{ to us 
and our constituents expect us to do 
than I do. Perhaps there is someone in 
here who cares as much. but there is no 
one who careR more. 

Are we disadvantaging the institu
tion for life by taking what has tradi
tionally been the responsibility of our 
Speaker to do on behalf of all of us and 
putting it in the hands of committee 
chairmen? 

We don't know, and anyone who tells 
you that they do isn't telling· you the 
truth. We are going· to eontinue to 
argue about the White House and what 
th0y have turned over and what they 
didn't turn over and what they ought 
to turn over, Mr. Speaker. That is not 
what this bill does today. There is not 
one piece of information that is re
quested that we do not have the au
thority to request today. Let's not 
move in ways that disadvantage us for 
g-enerations to come. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I yield 
1 minute to the distinguished ~(en
tleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), 
who is the majority leader. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to follow the gentleman from 
Georg·ia. 

I have a card in my hand. This is a 
Member·s identification. There is no 
d.esi~rnation of party on thiB card. This 
card de~ignates 435 of us when we are 
at full uomplement as Members of the 
Congress, the ,Deop1e's Representatives. 
I urge all my colleag:ues to U8e thiR 
card in a few minutes on behal:C of the 
people and on behalf of this institution. 

Mr. Speaker. when Democrats won 
the majority in this House, we did so 
on a promise to the American people to 
hold the executive department ac
countable. That is our responsitiility. 
The Constitution gives us that respon
Ribility, and we Rwear an oath to up
hold the Constitution. That is \\7hat the 
committees have been doing, and it is 
what the whole House is doing today. 
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Now, the previous s:peaker said we 

have the right to ask for any informa
tion. That i~ accurate. V{hat he did not 
then say is we have asked, and we have 
been refused. Not only have we been re
fused in the particular, we have been 
refused in the g'eneral becam,e the 
President of the United States has di
rected his people not to give us any in
formation and not to respond to any 
subpoenas. whatever the rationale may 
be. 

Why? 
Because he believes the House of Rep

resentatives is not acting :tirol)erly. 
Mr. Speaker, you imagine anybody 

who doesn't want to give us informa
tion would say, I am not going to give 
it to you because you are not asking 
:Drol)erly? 

Of course, that is what they do; and 
the House. on behalf of the American 
people. would be unable to perform its 
constitutional duty. This is not polit
ical. It is constitutional. It is about 
separation of powers. It is about re
sponsibility. It is about accountability. 

The House is exercising its resJ;)onsi
lJility to uncover all the facts and dis
cover the truth on behalf of the Amer
ican people. We represent. each us. 
a.bout 7150.000 people. We are not asking 
on our own behalf. We a.re asking for 
the people, so that the people have the 
information they need in a democracy 
to make the decisionH that they a.re 
called upon to make in a very solemn 
exercise we call voting'. 

Attorney General Barr and former 
White House Counsel McGahn have 
110th refused to respond to sutrpoenas to 
testify before the House, and the Attor
ney General refuses to allow CongTess 
to see the full and unredacted report by 
the special counsel. Mr. Mueller. You 
can see entire pages blacked out. Mr. 
Speaker. 

The .Attorney General's efforts to 
prejudge the conclusions of that report 
before it is released, as he dtd, and his 
public mischaracterization of its con
clusions are, in my opinion, evidence of 
the contempt with which he refuses to 
answer questions an(l respond to sub
poenas. It seems contemptuous as well 
of the basic principleg of the rule of law 
and check:A and bala.nces. 

The American people deserve to 
know the full extent of Russia's efforts 
to interfere in our elections and sub
vert our democn.cv 

Mr. Speaker, yoll.· didn't have to lis
ten too closely to Bob Mueller to un
derstand that he believed that there 
was much more to be found or to miss 
the fact that he said to Congress: Do 
your <luty and make sure the .American 
people know the facts. 

The American people de;;;erve to 
know whether the Pre.si<lent or anyone 
in hts administration or inner circle of 
confidants were involved and tried to 
cover it up. 

Now we have been accused of doing 
awful things. but I remember watching 
conventions where they said, "lock her 
up, lock her up." Flynn-General 
Flynn-who was the National Security 
Advisor said: "Lock her up." 

\Vell, the fact is they locked him up, 
and many others who were asaociatetl 
who lied about their involvement with 
the Russian Government antl. yes. with 
other foreign countries. So there is rea
son for the Congress to want to g·et to 
the bottom of this gerious invasion of 
our election process. 

Mr. Speaker. I urge my colleagues on 
both Bides of the aisle to stand. up for 
our Constitution and vote for this reso
lution. I thank the chairman of the 
Rules Committee, Mr. MCGO\'BRN. I 
thank Chairman NADLER, Chairman 
SCHIFF' Chairman CCMMINGR. Chairman 
NEAL, Chairman ENGEL. and Chair
woman WATERS, all who have jurisclic
tion over various facets of the informa
tion that is needed. and I thank t,he 
members of their committees for their 
hard work to conduct necessary over
sight on behalf of the American people. 

Mr. Speaker. that is what this vote is 
about. I presented that card. It has no 
party designation on it. It just has a 
deRignation of us-each of us-as Rep
resentatives of the people. Let us make 
sure that today we vote for the people 
and stand up for our Constitution. for 
this House, and for the rule of law. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2½ 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CHABOT). who iR my fellow Judici
ary Committee member. 

Mr. CHABOT. I thank the gentle
woman for yielding, Mr. Spealrnr, and I 
rise in opposition to this resolution. 

It, seems to allow Democrats on the 
Judiciary Committee to go to essen
tially whatever court they want ta get 
a court order to get whatever docu
ments they want-even gTand jury doc
uments and those that relate to our na
tional security-all because they don't 
want. or are afraid to, really. hold At
torney General Barr or former White 
House Courn,el Don McGahn in con
tempt of Congre8A. just as they are 
afraid to inAtitute impeachment pro
ceedings agA.inst President Trump or 
a.ccept the fact that the Mueller inveR
tig-a.tion found that there was no collu
Bion and Attorney General Barr found 
no obstruction. 

They jm~t can't g-et it through their 
heads that that is the case, and they 
don't want to focus on the real issue 
threatening our democracy which is 
that Rus1:1.ia actually attempted to 
interfere in our national elections back 
in 2016 while Barack Obama-not Don
ald Trump-was President, and the 
Obama administration did absolutely 
nothing a.bout that. 

They really don't seem too concerned 
that the Russians or another foreig·n 
entity might attempt to do so ag-ain in 
2020. That is what they 0Ui"ht to be 
using their oversight power8---very 
powerful things the power that the ma
jority has-they ought to lJe using it 
about that, not this charade. 

□ 1515 

How many documents have the 
Democrats requested that relate to 
Russian interference in our elections? 
None. Hovt many hearings? Zip. How 

many Obama-administration officials 
and others connected to Russia's ef
forts have they Aubpoena.ed to testify 
before the Judiciary Committee? Zero. 

By continuing with thiK fake im
peachment. the Democrats are doing 
the American public a Uisservice. My 
Democratic colleagues ought to be em
barrassed. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. let me 
correct the RECORD in response to the 
ge.ntleman of Ohio. The Russians didn·t 
attempt to interfere in our election; 
they did interfere in our election. 

AnJ, if my friends read the Mueller 
report, they would realize they inter
fered in the election to help Donald 
Trump g·et elected. 

Mr, Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD
LER), the distinguished chair of the 
Committee on the Judiuiary, 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, when a congressional 
committee issues a Rnlipoena, compli
ance is not optional. We expect wit
nesses to testify when summoned. We 
ex:pect the administration to comply 
with subpoenas and to provide us with 
the materials we require to do our jobs, 

O! course. there may be differences 
between the Congrefl.8 and the execu
tive branch as to what information can 
lie produced on a timely basis. When 
those differences arise, we are required 
to seek a reaHonaUle accommodation. 

We first requested access to the full 
Mueller reJ;)ort and the underlying evi
dence on February 22. After refusing 
for almost 4 months, the Department 
of Justice. in the last few days. has fi
nally ag·reed to permit us to view the 
special counsel's most important files. 

We are hopeful thiA wtll provide us 
with key evidence regarding allega
tions of obstruction of justice and 
other misconduct. 

Given this potential breakthrough, 
we \Vill hold the criminal contempt 
process for Attorney General Barr in 
abeyance for now. 

But President Trump has blocked 
other key witnesses from testifying be
fore the ,Judiciary Committee, includ
ing his former White House counsel 
Don McGahn. whose account of the 
President's action.A was featured in the 
Mueller report. 

The President has claimed absolute 
immunity for critical witnesses to pre
vent them from even showing· up. He 
has invoked executive privilege to pre
vent us from Aeeing documents that 
stopped being privile~;ed long a:;ro. if 
they were ever privileg-ed to begin 
with. 

He has done the same in response to 
Congress' important work unrelated to 
the Mueller report. and he has ordered 
the agencies not to cooperate with 
even our most basic oversight requeAts, 

This unprecedented Htonewalling· by 
the administration is completely unac
ceptable, The committees have a con
stitutional responsibility to conduct 
oversight, to make recommendationR 
to the House as necessary, an(l to craft 
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leg'islation that will curb the abuse of 
power on full display in the Trump ad
ministration. 

This is why it is important that the 
Jmtlciary Committee be able to act in 
such matters using all of our Article I 
powers. as contemplated in this resol u
tion and described. in both the Rules 
Committee report and the House Jucli
ciR.ry Committee'R contempt report. 

Now. I heard what the .~·entleman 
from Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) said a fe\.Y 
minutes a.go, and he is exactly right. 
This reRolution gives committee chairs 
the power, with the approval of the Bi
partisan Lega.l Advisory Group. to go 
to court on behalf of the House to en
force our subpoenas. 

This has not been done before, but 
neither have we ever seen blanket 
stonewalling hy the administration of 
an information requeHts by the House. 
We have never !~ced such blanket 
stonewalling. 

The President himself said-and they 
have been as good as their word-they 
will oppose all or our BUl>:Doena.s. 

We mm1t go to court to enforce the 
subvoena.<1 without a separate floor 
vote each time if we are going to en
force our subrioenas and reject the ar
rogant a,s:ammption of power by the ad
ministration and denigration of the 
power of the House and of the Con
gress. 

We cannot afford to waste all the 
floor time every single time the admin
istration rejects one of our sutrpoena.s, 
which is every time we issue a sub
poena. 

That is why we must pass thiB resolu
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution so that we can 
get into court and brnak the stonewall 
without delay. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the g·entleman from Cali
fornia (Mr. McCARTHY), our Republican 
leader. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank: the gentlewoman for yielding. 

Mr. 8:tieaker, Stiedal Counsel Mueller 
officially ended his investigation sev
eral weeks ago. His office is closed. Be
cause of Attorney General Barr, his re
:DOrt is public. 

And his findings are very clear: No 
collusion and no obstruction. This is 
the bottom line of the Mueller revort. 

But. Mr. Speaker, Democrats refuHe 
to accept it. Mr. Speaker, even the 
chairman of the committee refuses to 
go read the portion that he is allowed 
to read. only six lines. He refuses to 
read it, but he wants to come here 
today. 

They continue to believe their worst 
conspiracy theories about the Presi
dent, despite all the evidence to the 
contrary. 

Mr. Bveaker, it is even reported in 
newspapers that. in the cam:tiaign to 
become chairman of the Judici~ry 
Committee, one said he cam:tiaig•ned for 
the position because he would be the 
best with impeachment. 

Mr. Speaker, even on the floor of this 
House. there were more than 60 Mem-

hers on the other side of the aisle who 
voted for impeachment before the 
Mueller report was ever presented to 
the :Dllhlic. 

At its core. H. Res. 430 is just a des
perate a.ttem:Dt to relitigate the 
Mueller investigation. That -is why I 
urge my colleagues to oppose this reso
lution. 

It does not strengthen Congress' 
oversight powers, contrary to what you 
may hear from the other side. Mr. 
Speaker. Fundamentally. it is an im
peachment effort in everything but 
name. 

Mr. Speaker, just look at the unnec
essary contempt citation against At
torney General Barr. LeBs than a 
month after Barr received the Mueller 
report, Mr. Speaker, Chairman NADLER 
issued a sulJpoena that would have re
quired the Attorney General o! the 
United States of America to break the 
law. 

That is not my opinion. Let's be very 
clear whose words those are: Jonathan 
Turley's. Mr. Speaker, probably every
body in this body not only knows who 
Jonathan Turley is; he has. probably, 
the utmost resriect. He is one of the 
most resriected legal scholars in th:is 
country. 

Now. he told the committee, Mr. 
Speaker: 

You have to ti.e your n~qUAl'lt carefu11y to 
your authorit}- to 11emund information ... lf 
Bill Barr ha.d a.ctua.lly eomplio(l with t,ho 
imhpoen.i S.1'- writton. he would hav,~ viola.l,t~d 
.Fo,1t,re.l la.w. 

If he would have complied. he would 
have violated Federal law. 

Mr. Speaker. that is why we are here. 
Not only. Mr. Speaker. doeR the chair
man of that committee a.sk the attor
ney general to break the law or he will 
try to hold him in contempt: he won't 
even g-o read the revort. 

On May 8, only a few \Veeks after the 
first sutlpoena was issued, House Judi
ciary Democrats voted to hold A. G. 
Barr, the Attorney General of the 
United States. in contempt. 

Why would they vote to hold him in 
contempt? Because they were so angry 
that the ... ~ttorney General wouldn't 
break the law. They wanted him to 
break the law; then he won't be held in 
contempt. 

In a May 24 letter to the Attorney 
General, Chairman NADLER offered. for 
the first time. to negotiate and narrow 
the scope of hiR subpoena request. 
Then, you know what? He changed his 
mind. 

YesterU.ay. the Department of Justice 
rea,ched an agreement with the Judici
ary Committee to turn over documents 
related to the Mueller report. 

Now. H the vublic is watching, th:i8 
just looks so disorganized. You wonder, 
from that committee. Mr. Speaker. 
wouldn't they know better than to ask 
the Attorney General to break the law? 

Mr. Speaker. wouldn't you know 
that. when you g-et to this point in a 
career, you wouldn't be so u:tiset that 
Romeone just doesn't do exactly what 
you want-and you ask them to break 

the law-that you would vote to hold 
them in contempt and force your side 
of the aisle just to vote that way. 

That is not how it ha.B ha:ti:tiened in 
this body before. If the :tiublic wants to 
see a good example of congressional 
oversig•ht. then let·s look at something
that is comparable: the House·s con
tempt vote ag-ainst Attorney General 
Hol<ler in 2012. 

The House Committee on Oversig·ht 
and Reform took two important ac
tions before suing in Federal court. 
First. it negotiated \Vith Attorney Gen
eral Holder in g·oo<.l faith for lfi 
months-not a few d.ayR. It never asked 
him to break the la.w either. 

After narrowing the scope of its 
original subpoena, and only after ex
tensive bacli:-and-forth negotiations 
failed, <.lid it vote to hold him in con
tempt. 

Second, it got the full House to vote 
on it and approve-you know what-a 
bipartisan contempt. 

Now. I am not sure why the Com
mittee on the ,Judiciary. Mr. Speaker, 
would not know this, but I did a little 
re~earch because I was here during that 
time. You know why they didn't realize 
it was the best way to do it and it was 
bivart1ea.n? Because. Mr. Speaker. a lot 
of them stormed outsicle of the Cham
ber. 

Yep. You heard me rig'ht. Even 
though 17 Democrats voted in fa.var of 
the criminal contempt retiolution 
again.st Holder and 21 voted to enforce 
civil citation, a numtler of them 
stormed outside and vrotested. took 
their ball and ran home. Mr. Speaker. I 
guess, to the public. it looked like they 
hacl jm;t thrown another fit. 

Now. that is pretty sig-nit1cant. As 
many of you remember, it was conten
tious. I remember, Mr. Speaker. watch
ing then-Minority Leader PELOSL Mi
nority \Vbip HOYER. and Congressman 
NADLER lead 100 Democrats off the 
House floor to rirotest the vote. 

Mr. Speaker. you won't see that on 
our side. We believe in the rule of law. 
Mr. Speaker, we would have done the 
exact same thing the Attorney General 
ilid. that Jonathan Turley said. that 
you would have had to 1Jreak the law to 
try to ap:tiease somebody's own per
sonal vendetta. 

The idea. Mr. B:tieaker. that someone 
would run for a :tiosition to say tha.t 
they would be best to impeach some
body and even vote to impeach vti th out 
even having a report and then. when 
you get a reriort and you could go down 
and read jmit those six lines that you 
want to complain about, but you 
won't-the same person. Mr. Bpea.lcer. 
that would run outRide and say: I g'ot 
eleoted to CongresR, hut I am going to 
pout and I am going to go outside. 

Mr. S:til;}a.ker. that may Le the same 
pen1on that would want to bring this to 
the floor today. 

But what is so difier1mt about today 
than all the others? Well, we are doing 
something we have never done before. 
We are doing something' that is going 
to take the riower away of every Mem
ber in this tiody and give it to a select 
few. 
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Mr. 8:peaker, if this vote passes 

today. MemUers of this body are going 
to say: Don't bring it here and let me 
repret1ent my own people and vote 
about ~;oing' to court. Let'~ juP.t give it, 
really, t,o three people. Let"s g'ive it to 
Speaker NA~CY PELORL Majority Lead
er HOYER and to the majority whip, 
Because that is what BLAG is. 

I know the courts are going to sit 
there and say that is not what Con
g:ress is supposed to do. Congress has 
never done that before. But. you know 
what? If thi8 new majority thinks all 
they want to do is make an attorney 
general break the law. I guess they 
could break every rule, every history. 
every point of representation there is 
inside this body. 

Did we wonder if this would happen? 
Do we wonder why you wouldn't take 
the months, as they have shown in the 
time before. and actually come to a lii
partisan conclusion? 

I think the plan was already written. 
I don't know if people can talk about 
the word "patient" because, Mr. 
Speaker, I remember Congressman 
HANK JOHNSON of the Rules Com
mittee-this is the Speaker's com
mittee, so everybody understands cor
rectly, that is just appointed by the 
Speaker on the majority side-said, 
Mr. Speaker: "Donald Trump will 
stand for reelection again in a very 
short period of time, and we don't have 
400 days to wait. " 

So, don't care about the rule of law. 
Don't care about asking him to break 
the law. Just break everv historical 
trend and try to take the ·power away 
from millions of Amerieans and from 
the Members of Congress who represent 
them here. 

I dilhft know today would come. Mr. 
Speaker, I didn't know if someone 
would go this far. 

I didn't know. just because someone, 
Mr. 8:Peaker, despises somebody else. 
that an election didn't turn out the 
;,vay of the desire-Mr. Speaker, I have 
been on losing Rides before, but I vrnuld 
never think I would break the law just 
because of losing an election. 

I would never think of asking some
bocly in as high an office as the Attor
ney General of the United States of 
Ameriea to not give due process, to 
come to the noor and strip the power 
of 430 Members and put it in a select 
few. 

Mr. Speaker, I have to be honest. I 
don't put anything pa.st what this new 
desire is about. 

D 1530 
Mr. Speaker. Democrats say we are 

in a constitutional crisis. an<l they are 
right, but not because of Attorney Gen
eral Barr. The constitutional criRiB is 
this: When Democrats can't win. they 
chang'e the rules. 

I just heard it on the floor, Mr. 
8:tieaker, that, yeA. from the other side 
of the aiAle, Haid this has never been 
done before, and. yes, this is nothing
this House haH ever desired to do. But 
it is also no way to govern. 

The American people deserve a ma
jority that is serious about coming up 
with solutions, not HUb:tioena~. There 
are plenty of imtiortant G11allenges that 
we can be working on to solve. 

Jm1t yestertlay, Mr. Speaker, I 
opened The New York Times. It is not 
a :pa.per that I think I a.lways agree 
with. but it had an editorial not for the 
first time, but for the second time, and 
it was talking about the crisis on the 
border. 

As I read this editorial, I found my
self agreeing with it g-rea.tly. When I 
read it, it talked atiout the border, 
talked about Washington needing to 
stop dithering and do something about 
it. 

I looked and wondered what com
mittee would be most res:ponsible for 
this challenge? Lo and behold, it was 
the Judieia,ry. So I turned it on in 
hopes that I would see a hearing·. 
maybe I would even see a markup. 

No, Mr. Speaker, who did I see? I saw 
John Dean. John Dean. who pleaded 
guilty in Watergate. The same indi
vidual who has put more than 900 
tweets out against the President. many 
before any Mueller report came forth. 
He was the expert witne8s-the same 
individual vvho is paid by CNN, the 
same individual who said the Presi
dency of Georg'e Bush was worse than 
Watergate. 

I g·uess this new majority will g·o to 
no end. It doegn·t ma.tter if the factB 
don't go where they want; Just change 
the rules. 

I wonder, all these new freshman 
DemocratP., Mr. Speaker. when they 
swore in to uphold the ConRtitution. 
does that mean trying to make the At
torney General break the law? Does 
that mean giving their power away to 
a select few? 

There is a crisis on the border. The 
New York Times knows it. The country 
of Mexico knows it. I think almost ev
erybody in America knows it except. 
Mr. Speaker. I gues.A, this majority. 

The committee of responsibility is 
more eoncerned about bringing Rome
body in who plea.dad guilty in Water
gate. who makes their money off, Mr. 
Speaker, writing books claiming every 
Republican President there is is wor!".e 
than Watergate and then asking the 
Attorney General to break the law. 

That is not a legacy I would be proud 
of. It is not a legacy I would want to be 
a part of. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will say on this 
floor: I will vote ag·ainP.t taking the 
power a.way. even the pmver away from 
people on the other side of the aisle. I 
won't lead a protest. and I won't go 
outside. and I won't take my ball, and 
I won't run home. I believe in the rule 
of law. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the respom1ibility 
and the opportunity to go read the re
dacted portions of the Mueller report, 
Just as some on the other side of the 
aisle could. It is just six lineR. Not that 
I think it was jm;t my regponsibility. 
but as an eleeted official I thought it 
was a responsibility. so I went. But, 

Mr. Speaker. the people leading this 
today, they have not. They think they 
know better. 

I Uon't know if they know better, but 
one thing I do know: They are chang
ing the rules of the House simply be
cause they cannot win. That is not the 
American way. 

Those are the reasons why we stand 
up. Those are the things that America 
unites behind, the rule of la.w. This \iliill 
not be a da,v that is proud. Thi8 will 
not be a day that. when they look back 
in history, the individuals who vote for 
this will talk about. 

It is one when they g·et asked the 
question later in life, Mr. Speaker, is 
there something they reg-ret. they will 
rtigret that emotion overtook them. 
They will regret their own personal 
d1Alike drove them. 

I am not sure if they are proud of the 
day when they storm out of the build
ing. even though there is a bipartisan 
vote here. But -I guess that same emo
tion, the same. Mr. Speaker. lack of 
ability to actually look at the rule of 
law and work towa.rd something in
stead of just chang'inJf the rules be
cause you can't have your way, that is 
what today iR about. 

The war.st pa.rt of it all is removing 
the power of indivi<1ual Memberg and 
putting in a select three. But then 
ag-a.in, Mr. Speaker. when you study 
hiBtory and forms of government, that 
ts what socialiRm is all a.bout. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The distinguished minority leader 
beg·an by saying· that the Mueller re
port makes it clea.r that there was no 
collusion and no obstruction. Maybe 
that is what you would conclude if you 
just read Barr's summary which tried 
to cover up what the Mueller report 
said, but I would urge the distinguished 
minority leader to read the report. I 
am happy to lend him my bifocals. if he 
has trouble reading it. 

But the report doesn't say that. It 
doesn't say no collusion. And on the 
issue of obstruction of justice. it says: 
If we were convinced that he. the Presi
dent, did not commit a crime. we would 
have said so. 

That is what the report s~ys. And I 
would remind my colleagues that ob
struction of justice is a crime. 

Mr. Speaker. I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. TICD 
LIEU). 

Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. 
Speaker. the issue today is very sim
ple. It is simply about the right of the 
American people and Congress to get 
information. That is it. 

All this resolution does is allow us to 
enforce congressional subpoenas. These 
are documents and witnesses we want, 
and it allows us to go to Federal court 
to enforce it. That iR all thi.s resolution 
does. 

Why are Republicans so scared of this 
resolution? Because they know we are 
going to win in court. We have won 
three times against the Trump admin
istration. 
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But why do we even have to go to 

court to do this? Because the Trump 
administration is engaging in nn:Drece
dented obstruction. And it is not just 
about the Mueller report; it is about all 
areas. 

So. for example, right now, the 
Trump administration is suing to 
eliminate healthcare covera.ge for peo
ple with preexisting conditions. We 
want to know more about that. \Ve 
can't get it. We want to know about a 
lot of areas that we cannot get. so we 
want to go to Federal court to get this 
enforced. 

What are Republicans doing? They 
are making stuff up. They are saying 
somehow we are asking the Attorney 
General to do things that will make 
him violate the law. That is wrong. 
wrong, wrong-. 

I am just g'oing to end with this sim
ple example. 

The Attorney General of the United 
States gave the Republican ranking
member of the Judiciary Committee 
the right to see their unredacted 
Mueller report. Was that illegal? No. 
But I can·t see it. 

That is wrong-. There is no basis for 
that. We are simply i;:•oing to go to Fed
eral court. We are going to litig"A.te it. 
and we are going to win. 

All this resolution does is it allows 
us to enforce congressional subpoena.s 
in Federal court. It is about not allow
ing' the Trump administration to cover 
things up. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield_ 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. G0H,,.ERT). 

Mr. GOEMERT. Mr. Speaker, this is 
about ha.rasHing the President, and it is 
about delaying- the inevita.ble. 

I would have hoped tha.t my friends 
across the aisle. espeuially in the Judi
ciary Committee that had concerns in 
2006 and 2006 about the overreach that 
was possible through the FISA proce
dures. would have seen that there waR 
no collusion, that the Russians did try, 
but nobody with the Trump campaign 
bOU,Q;'ht. 

So we are left with the fact that the 
real collusion here waR between the 
Clinton campaign, with Fusion GPS 
hiring· a foreign agent, Christopher 
Steele, who talked to people he now ad
mits could well have been ai·ents of 
Vladimir Putin. who gave fah1e infor
mation about Trump. the candidate. 
that was used in a dossier that was 
used to manipulate the FISA court 
into giving- a warrant to start spying
on the Trump campaign. That is what 
this WRR about. 

.And what people are callin.!{ obstruc~ 
tion of justke is exactly what you have 
when you have somebody fa.lsely ac
cused of colluding, conspiring with the 
Russians. and he knows he didn ·t do 
that, and he sees his family being- har
assed, and everybody that work0<1 with 
the campaign that can be pushed and 
shoved an<l Ulackmailed. as happened. 
and bankrupted, you want to bring· it 
to an end. You want to see justice 
done. 

But instead of my friends in Judici
ary coming together with us who have 
been concerned about the abuses of the 
FISA system so that it doesn't happen 
to other Americans, instead. they come 
with this resolution to push the matter 
down the road a little further to the 
2020 election. 

It has got to stop. Let's stop now. 
Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I yield 

2 minutes to the distinguished g-entle
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSO~ LU:E). 

Ms. ,JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker. I 
think it is appro:pria.te to correct a 
number of statementR that have been 
made on the floor. 

First of all. this is not the encl. Direc
tor Mueller made this the beg-inning. 
When he concluded the report, he left a 
v0ry large direction to the United 
States Oong-re::-o.R. He recognized that he 
could not follow up because of policies 
at the DOJ reg-arding indictment in the 
proceRs of the administration. 

So the Cong'ress. in its due diligence. 
took the responsHiility not to targ;et 
anyone. but to simply uphold the rule 
of law. In upholding the rule of law, we 
had an empty seat tiy Attorney General 
Barr. an empty seat by Mr. McGahn, an 
empty seat by Ms. Hicks. Ms. Donald
son. and we hope not an empty seat of 
the author of the report. 

So all this resolution does is author
ize the committee to seek civil enforce
ment of its :-mbpoenas a.gainst Attorney 
General Barr, refiniring him to provide 
CongresH with the key evidence under
lying· the Mueller report as well as the 
unreda.cted report itself. and former 
White House Counsel Donald F, 
McGahn. requiring him to provide doc
ument8 and a.:ppear for testimony. 

He i8 not covered by executive privi
lege. In fact. executive privilege does 
not cover-his duty is to the White 
House Office of the General Counsel, or 
the White House counsel's of.fi<Je, not to 
the individual officeholder, the Presi
dent. He has ver.!'lonal lawyers. 

And we didn't break the law. 6(e), 
which is grand jury materials. our 
committee diligently said let's work 
with the Department of Justice. go to 
court, and decide what we can see. 

We are sim:tilY following thiB little 
book that many have died !or. and that 
is the Constitution of the United 
States. and those words in the Dedara
tion of Independence that said we all 
are created equal, with certain 
unalienable rights of life and liberty 
aml the pursuit of happiness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I yield 
the gentlewoman from Texas an addi
tional 1 minute. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. The American 
people would not want a Cong,ress that 
turned its back on, frankly, the rule of 
law. 

For those of us who had the special 
privilege of going to Normandy this 
past week, we got a great sense of 
pride. of the courage of Americans, the 
bravery of those young men. and all I 
could think of is how important it is to 

all of us to adhere to those wonderful 
:principles. 

So, aj.·ain, there is no targeting here. 
This is not a way to do policy or legis
lation. We can fi~ht tha.t battle on the 
floor of the House. 

But if you read those volumes and 
end it in the last pages of Volume 2, 
you know that Director Mueller asked 
us to finish the task of looking into 
elements that he did not or could not 
and the underlying i::i.sues. 

Let me also say, as we do that, we do 
it forthrightly t1ecause. in 2020, \Ve 
want to make sure that every Amer
ican has the right to vote and every 
American is not undermined by a for
eign operative interfering and taking 
the election away from you. 

I support the resolution. We must 
stand for the rule of law. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of H. 
Res, 430, authorizing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to initiate or intervene in judicial pro
ceedings to enforce certain subpoenas and for 
other purposes, 

It is an honor to serve in this body. 
We are the successors and heirs to an au

gust freedom earned centuries ago, expanded 
for successive groups and defended through 
the blood, sweat and tears of the nation's 
fighting forces. 

It is this debt that took me to the beaches 
of Normandy to pay my respects on the 75th 
Anniversary of the D-Day invasion. 

We are heirs to this legacy, and we are 
heirs to this ingenious system of separation of 
powers. 

The system they !aid down presumes equal
ity of power among the branches. 

As custodians of Article I, we have a duty to 
ensure the rigors of the Constitution are 
upheld. 

This includes that when the Second Branch, 
Article 11, flouts the investigative prerogatives 
of the Congress, there must be recourse and 
accountability. 

As a senior member of the House Judiciary 
Committee, I have to say that it is regrettable 
that we are here. 

This is because a hallmark of our constitu
tional republic is that no person is above the 
law. 

Congressional oversight has been the tradi
tion going back to the first years of our repub
lic. 

And the congressional prerogative of over
sight has been a tool ln the Article I arsenal 
as a way of asserting our power and pro
tecting against the worst excesses of an exec
utive. 

This comports with the founding of our gov• 
emment, which sought to prevent the con¥ 
centration of power in an autocratic executive, 
which was anathema to the Founders. 

Which is why the events of the last many 
months have been so confounding . 

The decision by this executive to flout all 
!awfully authorized subpoenas has been un• 
precedented. 

This dispute between the political branches 
should work itself out, but because of this 
presidential obstinacy, we are in this predica• 
ment, which is why we must pass this H, Res 
430, Authorizing Subpoena Enforcement Liti
gation. 

This Resolution, H. Res. 430, builds on the 
House Judiciary Committee's contempt finding 
against Attorney General Barr. 
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The resolution authorizes the Committee to 

seek civil enforcement of its subpoenas 
against: (i) Attorney General Barr requiring 
him to provide Congress with the key evi
dence underlying the Mueller Report as well 
as the unredacted report Itself; and (ii) former 
White House Counsel Donald F. McGahn, II 
requiting him to provide documents and ap
pear for testimony. 

The resolution further affirms that all com
mittee chairs, when authorized by the Bipar
tisan Legal Advisory Group, retain the ability 
to seek civil enforcement of their own sub
poenas. 

The resolution adds that when committees 
proceed to court, they have any and all nec
essary authority under Artlc!e ! of the Constitu
tion, ensuring that they have the maximum 
range of legal authority available to them. 

For example, on other key issues-such as 
the Department of Justice defying a subpoena 
to produce counter-intelligence documents re
lating to Russia's interference with the 2016 
election, or the Commerce Department defying 
a subpoena to produce documents relating to 
the addition of a citizenship question to the 
2020 Census-the committees can enforce 
these subpoenas without a floor vote, 

This resolution ensures the House can con
duct meaningful oversight on issues critical to 
Americans' lives while continuing to deliver on 
pocketbook issues. 

The President's disregard for congressional 
oversight allows the Administration to cover-up 
his many disastrous policy decisions such as: 
attacking affordable healthcare coverage for 
millions of Americans including those with pre
existing conditions, tearing apart vulnerable 
immigrant families, misappropriating military 
funds for his ill-conceived border wall, and roll
ing back landmark civil rights protections for 
minorities. 

The infonnation subpoenaed by various 
congressional committees, including docu
ments and testimony, ls information to which 
Congress is constitutionally entitled and that 
past Administrations have routinely provided. 

President Trump has prevented fact wit
nesses referenced in the Mueller Report from 
testifying or providing documents to Congress. 

This is despite the fact that the Report de
tailed the Russian government's sustained at
tacks on our elections; over 170 contacts be
tween President Trump's campaign and asso
ciates and agents of the Russian government: 
as well as numerous efforts by President 
Trump to impede or thwart House investiga
tions scrutinizing his own conduct and that of 
his Administration, 

!n keeping with the President's sweeping 
public refusal to comply with congressional 
subpoenas, the White House and the Adminis
tration are fighting to keep the truth from the 
American people. 

This resolution ensures we can conduct 
oversight on issues that are critical to Ameri~ 
cans' lives while continuing to deliver on pock
etbook issues. 

The infonnation subpoenaed by various 
congressional committees, including docu~ 
ments and testimony, is information Congress 
is constitutionally entitled to and which past 
Administrations have routinely provided. 

Congress not only is constitutionally entitled 
to the underlying evidence in the Special 
Counsel's Report and key fact witness testi
mony, it requires this information so that it can 
fulfill its legislative, oversight, and other con
stitutional responsibilities. 

This resolution follows past precedent used 
by Democratic and Republican Majorities while 
reinforcing an important principle in the House 
Rules. 

This Administration's disregard for the legis
lative and judicial branches has reached a tip
ping point 

Despite representing a coequal branch of 
government, this Administration is flagrantly 
disregarding the role Congress and the Judici
ary must play in our democratic system. 

Mr. Speaker, the foregoing has been the 
basis for this Resolution. 

It was my hope that this was not needed. 
But the President has proven me wrong, 

which is why this Resolution is needed, 
! urge passage of the Resolution. 
Mrs, LESKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minute8 to the gentleman Irom Vir
ginia (Mr. CLT~m. a fellow Judiciary 
Committee member. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker. I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding- t,ime, and I 
want to recognize the gentlewoman 
from Texas for her remarks because. as 
a fellow member of the Judiciary Com
mittee, we all stand for the rule of law. 
I, too. carry a Constitution with me, 

The Constitution explicitly creates a 
system that is representative of the 
people, where the people are elected by 
their constituents to come up here and 
repreRent their views in Congrei:,;s and 
vote for them, It is not to come up here 
and to hand off control, to hand their 
vote to the majority leader, to the 
Speaker, and to the majority whip and 
let them vote for them and for the peo
ple of their district whether or not to 
go to court. 

The votes to enforce subpoenas, the 
votes to hold. in contempt should be 
votes of the Representative8 of the peo
J.)le, That is why this resolution tollay 
is such a travesty. 

□ 1545 
Mr. Speaker. I have only been a 

Member of this 1iody for a few months, 
and I was proud to lJe named a member 
of the Judiciary Committee, but unfor
tunately. the circus that I have v.rit
nessed over the last few months is 
shocking. as the Democratic majority 
tries to find some reason. any reason, 
to impeach this Presi<.lent now that the 
Mueller investigation has wrapped up 
with no crimes found. 

If they want to li!'O back and repeat 
the last 2 years of the investigation. 
the millions of dollars. the hundreds of 
subpoenas. they are certainly entitled 
to do that. but I \.vould argue it would 
be a waste of time for the American 
taxpayer aml the American people. 

Mr. Speaker. we had a hearing earlier 
today on the 9/11 VictSm Compensation 
Fund, and the chairman did a master
ful job of arguing in favor of that legis
lation, of which I am a cosponsor. It is 
bipartisan legislation. It is going; to be 
marked up tomorrow, That is the way 
that this Judiciary Committee should 
OJ.)erate. 

Instead, we have hearings with 
empty chairs for the Attorney General, 
we have a hearing with an empty chair 
for the White House counsel. 

Finally. yesterday we had a hearing 
with people in the seats. but they were 
all MSNBC and CNN commentatorR. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a travesty of ju~
tice. I would urge my colleagues to de
feat this resolution. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I re
serve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield 
myselI such time aR I may consume. 

Mr. Bpea.ker, the Committee on the 
Judiciary is one of the most venerable 
in the House of Representatives, and I 
am honored to have been selected to 
join its ranks. 

It has jurisdiction over intellectual 
property, durinR· a time of exponential 
Rcientific breakthroughs. It has juris
diction over election interference, dur
ing a time when we are concerned 
a.bout Rmmians interfering with our 
election. It haR jurisdiction over immi
gration iflsueR, during a time of an un
precedented security and humanitarian 
crisis on our southern border, 

I am disappointed to see how the 
Democratic majority has chosen to 
waste this authority, I am disappointed 
to see that it has chosen to ignore its 
responsibilities to the American people 
in favor oI sound 'tliteH and photo ops, 

Instea.d of legislating, the Demo
cratic majority prefers posing with 
buckets of fried chicken for the na
tional media in crude attempts to un
dermine our President and his adminis
tration. 

Really? 
It is time to move on and tackle the 

real issues that Americans care about. 
The American people elected us, they 

elected me, to Oongress to get thing·s 
done. Let us secure the border. Let us 
improve healthcare. Let us improve 
education. 

Let us stop this political theater that 
happens meeting after meeting and 
hearing after hearing in multiple com
mittees in \Vhat I believe is a blatant 
attempt to influence the 2020 presi
dential election using taxpayer re
sources. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Spealrnr. I have 
no further speakers. I reserve the bal
ance of my time. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker, may I in
quire how much time I have left and 
how much time the other side has left? 

The SPEAKER pro temJ,)ore. The g·en
tlewoman has 1 minute remaining. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am g·oing- to use my 1 
minute to actually ret'ute theRe blatant 
allegations and fantasies, I 1Jelieve, by 
my fellow Democrats. an<l that is how 
somehow the PreRident and the Depart
ment of Justice has been stonewalling 
them, 

Let me go over the timelines really 
quick. 

On March 22. the Attorney General 
immediately notified the chairmen and 
the ranking- members of the Hom;e and 
Senate Committees on Judiciary that 
they had received the confidential re
port from the special counseL 
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The next day, the Attorney General 

informed Congress of the special coun
sel's principal conclusions. 

March 29, he U:Ddated the Congress on 
what could be done anti what 
redactions had to be ma.de. 

Then on April 18, less than a month 
after receiving it, the Attorney Gen
eral made the redacted confldential re
port available to Congress and the en
tire public. 

The same day, the Attorney General 
released the confidential report and 
made the minimally-redacted version 
of the confidential report available for 
review. 

Mr. Speaker, I would urge a ''no'' 
vote on this resolution, and I yield. 
llack the balance of my time. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker. I yleld 
myself the remainder of my time. 

Mr. Speaker. my friends on the other 
side have responded to this legislation 
with the Rame old same old. 

They are drcling· the wag,ons around 
this President and his team. They are 
deliberately turning a blind eye to the 
corruption, to the deception. to the il
legality that has surrounded this White 
House. 

But let me rnmind them all of why 
we are here today. We are here because 
the American people elected each of us 
to write laws and to emmre those who 
execute them are accountable. 

We a.11 took an oath when we were 
sworn in to uphold and defend the Con
stitution. That is our job. 

None of us were sent here to play de
fense for the President of the United 
StateR. 

There are some thing's that are more 
important than politics, and I hope 
that even in this da:v and age. there are 
still some things that are more sacred 
than partisanship, like the rule of law 
and the separation of :powers. 

I mean, each of us took the same 
oath. We now have a choice whether or 
not to uphold it. 

The choice should be a simple one: to 
stand up to President Trump and to de
fend the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I remember when many 
of my Republican friends ran for office 
claiming to be constitutional com1erv
atives. Well, thi8 is their chance to 
back up their campaign slogan with 
their vote. 

We have a President that publicly 
states: ·'We're fighting all the sub
t1oena8.·, 

And I don't want pnople to testify, 
Those are his words. Those are the 

words of the President, not some mob 
boss. 

As we heard from the chairman of 
the OverP.ight and Reform Committee, 
Chairman ClJMMJ~OB. the White House 
hasn't turned over a single document, a 
sing'le piece of paper that his com
mittee has requested to do their over
sight work, not one piece of paper. 

At the core of this resolution is Con
gress getting the appropriate docu
ments, RO ,ve can do the appropriate 
oversight. That is part of the job. 

How can a.nybody be against that? To 
be against tha.t is to be part of the 

coverup. is to be complicit with the ob
stru<.:tion that this White House dem
onstrates each and every <.lay. 

Mr. Speaker, I remind my colleagues 
that history w1ll judge how \Ve react to 
thiB moment. So I urge all of my col
leagues, do not let this moment pass UR 

by. Vote "yes·· on this resolution, and 
let's hold the President accountable. 

Nobody is above the law in the 
United States of America, not even the 
President of the UniteU States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem
bers are again reminded to refrain from 
engaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
a "yes" vote, and I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All tlme 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 431, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
resolution, as amended. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mrs. LESKO. Mr. Speaker. on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu

ant to dause 9 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on adoption of the resolu
tion will he followe<.1 by a 5-minute vote 
on the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass H.R. 2609. 

The vote was taken by electronic de
vice, and there were-yeas 229. nays 
191, not voting 13. as follows: 

Ad,1m;11 
,\l(uilar 
.•,Jlred 
Bur,...,M 
Ba~ 
Do•t.t~· 
BOI'>~ 

B,wtr 
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F. 
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Brown(UD) 
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C11.n•l'n ON) 
Carll'ITi1,ht 
Ce..~• 
c.,..~t.en l1L) 
C.i."t,orWL) 
Caet.roiTX) 
Cbu, ,Judy 
Cicillin!'J 
Ci,anoroe 
Ch1trk (M,',_) 
Clnrke t~Y) 
Clc.i.Yt1r 
Clyburn 
Coh"'n 
Connolly 
Coopu· 
C0rro>1. 
Co/\t;t 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
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Cri'>t 

[Roll No. 2171 
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Crow 
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Gumming.., 
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D•vide (KB) 
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Dean 
Dt"F•.iin 
DoOettt" 
lleL,1.uro 
DelBel!e 
DPl~ado 
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Deuteh 
Dirn!t"ll 
Doggett 
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!'. 
Fi:niel 
I~<1oobar 
R»ho,, 
li:i!<l,lilillat 
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ft'ink,~n;.i.uer 
l~letohor 
F0,1t.n 
l'nnkrl 
J.'Ud!.'.O 
Gllllcgo 
0Rrarnondi 
(h1.roin iJL) 
G;.i.rola.(TX) 
Golden 
Gomer: 
Oon1,aln'I 1TXJ 
Goltlu1imer 
Groon ff.X) 
GriJulva 
H.i..1.J.md 
H;m'krlC.',_) 
H&:,·e• 
Ilt"ck 

Hi:N"in~ (KY) 
Hil11CA) 
Rimm, 
Fforn, K(•ndr.-,8_ 
Ifor.!lr01,c1 
Houlah•n 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
,Jt1..1keon Lto 
Jayw.p;i.J 
,ftffriM 
,fohn.!'on (GA) 
,John,;on (TX) 
Kaptur 
Ke,ttin!( 
Kelly (11,) 
KonnodJ 
Khllnn.t 
!tildM 
Kllm.-r 
Kim 
Kln,1 
Kirkii;i,triok 
Kri"hntltn'>Orthi 
I,amlJ 
LUl!flJ\"in 
L•r~m tWA) 
L11.unn (CT) 
L-.,;,,,renoe 
La.w11lo11 /FL) 
Loo (CA) 

Leo{N\') 
Levin (CA) 
LoYin(MI) 
Lewi" 
Liru, 'I1.-d 
Lipin,;ki 
LmlbMck 
£,okrf'n 
Lo'l'r,.,nth;a.l 
Lo1,ry 
Lujii.n 
Luria 

I,ynch 
J.111.linowdki 
~falone~'-

Cllt'olyn B. 
}1.ilonc:,', 8oan 
~la.t,mi 
11cAd.-m• 
McButh 
),fcCollum 
Me£t.ohin 
JrlcGornrn 
~1oNt'me:, 
}fook,-
,\'[tng 
:.\foore 
Morr:ll'" 
M0ult.on 
1.lue•reel-Po\rell 
~lurphl' 
~adltr 
N1wolit;11,no 
~t"al 
Ne,;rul"e 
Noruro"I!' 
O'H,1\kY't.ll 
0(-.,"io-Cortci 
Omar 
Ptllone 
PtoHt,.t 
Pappa,!< 
Pa1>erell 
P•vne 
p,.10.~i 
Pnlmuu.~r 
Peters 

_',_JJraham 
Ad,.,rholt, 
Allen 

_',_mndo't 
Atxm1trotN' 
Arrington 
B.-bin 
Bacon 
B,tird 
BaMerson 
Banks 
B,,rr 
Bl'l'!i"IWI.O 
Bii,:g,1 

BilirRt:i/', 
Bi,.,hop (C1'l 
Bmd? 
Brool{t<\AL) 
Brooke ([N) 
Bueh,\nan 
BueJ'Jhon 
Budd 
Burohrtt, 
Dur~C'l!'k 
Hyrne 
G,dVM1, 
C,ut,~r 1.GA) 
G,uttn' (TX) 
ChaboL 
Chonoy 
Glim 
Cloud 
Colt-
Gollim (0,\) 
Collin»(KYl 
Comer 
ConaWtll' 
Cook 
Cral'>1ford 
Creo,.,h,1w; 
Curtie 
D.i.vid,;on(OH) 
D•vii<, Roclne~• 
Dt,.,J,i.rl•H• 
l)ia1-BJlart. 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
J:,.~rnmor 
E:,:i\·es 
FNJ;,'Ul'.Oll 
Fit,:tpat.riok 
Fleii.r.,bmt.nn 
Flore• 
Fortonbon·:,, 
Jo'on(:S-C) 
l~ukber 
O;wt;i 
GllllarhM 
(hanfortti 
Oibbi!< 

June 11, 2019 
PtL•r<>on 
PhilJ-ifl" 
Pin'sTtce 
Puc;m 
Portin' 
Pre,oll]Oy 
Prieo (::-iC) 
QUi!lkY 
Ra.,;kin 
Ric•i~Yl 
Riehnwnd 
Roee 1J"Y) 
Roud.1. 
Royh11l-J..ll.rd 
Hui1 
Rupp,.,r/\b.-rgor 
Ru»h 
R:l'itn 
Sinohot 
Barh>ln,ci.~ 
!::\mmlon 
6ohtko10,'flk~1 

8ohHf 
8ohn-1idtr 
!:>Chrt.dn 
Sohrior 
8eott (VA) 
8oott, Dll~ld 
Berr.i.no 
tlowoll{AL) 
8hr.h\J,11 
8\Mrman 
Sherrill 

Slot.kin 

NAYS 191 

Oohmort 
CTonu.Ji::t(OlI) 
C:no(len 
0-0.!llll' 

Onuigor 
Gr.n·t",.(GAl 
GraYee 1LA) 
Graw• IMO) 
Grothman 
Guut 
Outhrir. 
Ha,:ed•>rn 
H,n•t•i.:, 
fb,rtill'r 
Hem, P.:cYin 
Hioo 1GA) 
lli!:,"'Jin~ IL.\) 
Hill\,\R) 
Holditlll 
Hollin~•worth 
HndMn 
Huir;cn::a 
Hunter 
Hurd ('l'X) 
John,;on (LA) 
,Juhn<!OII (OH) 
,John,.on (RD) 
,Jordlln 
Jo;voo10H) 
Joyoo, cPA) 
.!Catko 
Kt-lln 
1e .. 11y/MSJ 
Kollr (PA) 
Kin!( rNY) 
Kinr.in~tlr 
Kuitor!(T~) 
L;r,Hood 
La~falfa 
Larn110rn 
I,attt 
Lcisko 
Lon::
Loudermilk 
Luc,1.-< 
Luotkomoyo:r 
M:areh,1.111. 
1.far~hall 
l-1a.s.~io 
;i.1,.~t 
lfoC;irthl' 
:.IoC.iul 
~IeClintook 
l'lelienry 
~foKlnley 
;i.foadO\'l'l'l 

lfou-!lor 
!>tillor 
~Iitohell 
~foolen,ui.r 
~ 1Joonor (\l.'V) 
)1ullln 

Smith i\VAl 
8nto 
8pA.nl1er~er 
SpoiPr 
Sta.ntou 
6.tt)Yl:111!' 

Buo:w,i 
8wtlwdl \CA) 
'rakano 
Thompio.on (CA) 
Thomp,1011 (\18) 
'I'itu• 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
T011roe(CAJ 
1'orro&8mwll 

1N::\1) 
1'rt.hJ,ll 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vim Drew 
\';i,ri~ 
VM,l'IOJ 
Vrhl 
Ve\J,s,iueJ 
Viedcll'!ky 
\\la1,t1,1rman 

Bohult1 
W;H,fJl'-" 
W.i:,tt<on C0loman 
Woloh 
\\'rxton 
Wild 
Wilion(FL) 
Yarmutb 

:'.\ewhouf\e 
Norrn,m 
Nunei< 
Olson 
P,1Iazzo 
P11lmer 
Poneo 
Perry 
POM? 
Ratdiffe 
R<"('{l 
Rct1e.h0nthalor 
Riofl (8C) 
Rli;;-::loman 
Rolo,> 
Rocll{er~('i'.'A) 
Hot, David P. 
RO!Jl\l'l'l(AL) 

Rovor"(XY) 
Ronll<'Jy (FI,l 
110;;,~, ,John W. 
Hooter 
Roy 
Rut.horforc\ 
80.4.liM 
80h\,eikcrt. 
.':ioot.t., Au•lln 
8t"n"cnbronm'l' 
Bhimktlll 
8im~on 
Smith/MO) 
Smith /NE) 
8initb (?i,Jl 
Rrnuokt"r 
Sp,HIO 
St.aubi,.r 
Btor•nit 
Steil 
Sttul:io 
8t('W•rt 
Stin:r11 
Tarlor 
ThomJ)f'on d'.A) 
ThornbrM.'J 
Timmoru, 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Wagn~r 
Walt,er1s 
Waldon 
\V;\]kol' 
\\'11lor;,.ti 
'1'.'a.ltz 
W,11.tl:iM 
WoQor(TX) 
Wol••t.cr(FL) 
Womitruv 
We.-Lfll'lO\'l,n 
Wlllit.m! 
Wil,on (FlCl 
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\Yittman 
\Votruwk 

,\Xtlt\ 
fi<Jl'.lt 
Auct: 
Cl•Y 
D•,Yi-" (CA) 

Woodall 
Yolrn 

Young 
Zeldin 

.NO'l' VO'lT'.1-W-- rn 
(1.;;hhM"d Kill!t ILAi 
Oreon (T"Sl Ku.,ter (t.H) 

Grirfith Wrir,ht 
Ha.stings 
HnTf'l'it Beutler 

□ 1623 

Mr. ZELDIN ancl Mr. ADERHOLT 
chang'ed their vote from '·yea" to 
"nay.'' 

So the re.solution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

DHS ACQUISITION REVIEW BOARD 
ACT OF 2019 

The SPEAKER pro ternpore. Pursu
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin
ished business is the vote on the mo
tion to RUBtiend. the rules and pass the 
bill (R.R. 2609) to amend the Homeland 
Security .Act of 2002 to establish the 
Acquisition Review Board in the De
partment of Homeland Seuurity, and 
for other purposes. on which the yeas 
and nayR were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
CORRRA) that the Homo;e suspend the 
rules and pa."-1s the bill. 

This is a !>-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, arnl there were-yeas 419, nays 0. 
not voting 13. as follo\vs.: 

Abrnh,1.m 
Ad.i,rn" 
Ad(!l'holl 
..'1.i:ruilu 
Alfon 
Allr,.d 
Amal!lb 
li.rnodei 
Arm,;tron'i,' 
Anitll{t,on 
lfabin 
Aw.non 
Au.ird 
B>1Jdtrtoon 
Ba.nkl< 
Bur 
Aarn,.ij'lln 
Ba«,-. 
Bo.-,tt.~· 
B,.ra 
Beqpn;m 
80,yer 
Bii;v,i 
Hiliraki,; 
Aiiohop /GA) 
Aic1hup \GT) 
Blomr-n.i.uer 
Blunt Hocheflt('r 
Hon.;unic1 
Bo;i.'k, Hl't"nd,m ,. 
Br.-.dy 
Hr·incli.!',.i 
Brook« (AL) 
Broob \Hi) 
Brmm (P..ID) 
Hrownh:y (CA) 
Bueh1~nan 
Buo,,hon 
Oml<t 
Burchi•t.1. 
8\lti{f',•.~ 
Bu,.t,,:w,. 

[Roll Nn. 2431 

YEA&- 419 
Bt1Lt.<"rfidd 
Byrm· 
C;l]VIJl't. 

Carbaja.l 
Cll.rdonil.>!\ 
C.'lr.;;on\Im 
Ca.rt,,.r\0.\.) 
C.ut.tJr(TXi 
Cart.wri,;rht, 
Ca'°'"IJ 
C11.at .. 11 (IL) 
Ca.~t.or (PL) 
c11 ... t.ro1'T'X') 
Chitbot, 
Ch1mo:v 
Chu. Judy 
Cioillino 
Gi1tl1Jt'1li' 
Cl.-rk 1.\IA\ 
Cl.uke I.NY) 
Clt•,1v,r 
Clint' 
Clnud 
Clyburn 
Cnh1Jll 
ColtJ 
C(illin.!fGA) 
Collin>!\(Sl) 
Com1;r 
Conaw:i;r 
Connolly 
Cook 
Ooov•r 
Cort1Ja 
Co11ta 
Court,n<'.'y 
Coi. (GA) 
Craig 
Cr.1wford 
Cn:n>1h.;i.\ll" 
Crir<t 
Crow 
Cuellil.,r 

Cummini;r1, 
Cunnin"'°hil,m 
Curt\r1 
D.1,Yidl:'(,::s-1 
D,widl:'On(OH) 
nw.vi"-, O•nny K. 
Dil.Yi>!\, Uodney 
De.-n 
DtP'azio 
J)t"Gfltt\\ 
DeLauro 
DolBMo 
Dol1-ta.:lo 
Dt'mm~/\ 
Dt"A•ulntnr 
De.,.,JarlaJ!'l 
Doutoh 
Diax-B1tlut 
Di1-,;ell 
Dnzyott 
Doylt. Mioh.-.el 

r. 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
l~np:d 
bacmb.u-
1~.~hoo 
t;l.'-llililfat, 
E"tl"-."I 

F11rg-u1,on 
F-'inten,un 
Fit,:i;J);ltrick 
FJ;:,.i~hrrnmn 
lllJl<)htJr 
Flor1Jt< 
f'ortt"nlwrry 
roeotor 
F'oxxtN"C) 
Fr,nhl 
Pudg-1; 

Pulcher 
G.1.()t\l 
G&l\aihor 
G11lltgo 
G,t)'lltnendi 
G;uol• (fl,) 
Oo1.r01• !TX) 
Gia.nforto 
Gibheo 
Gohrn,.rt 
Goldtn 
Gomo;t 
Gonx:\lo;o;{OU) 
li-om:a.Jet('TX) 
Gooden 
00>!;1.I' 

Gotrhoinwr 
Orani:(•r 
Gravee(GA) 
Or•vtJall.A) 
Gr•vM 1110) 
Gnon(TX) 
Gl'ljil.]Va 
Gro(hntUI 
Ou!:',.t 
Guthrie 
IlH,land 
H•!-'dorn 
Hw.ro.N (C.-\) 
H•rri• 
Ha.rt:.i;ltr 
lfaye,. 
Honk 
!frni,K•vin 
Hico (GA) 
Hiir,;iM(LA) 
Hi~in.,-/SY) 
Hill (,\R) 
Hill (CA) 
Him<".-. 
Holding 
Hollinr;r.'lWOl'th 
Horn, Koudn 8. 
Hon.ford 
Houl.i.h,lll 
HoyN' 
Hud.'lOII 
Jiurtm,m 
Huitt;Ojsil 

Hunte-r 
Ilurd(TX) 
,Jack,.onLM 
J•,y!lpal 
,JIJ('f)'ll)!' 

Johm•Pn 10-A) 
.John,ion (LA) 
John~on <OH) 
,John.!'on 18D) 
,fohn>'Oll (TX) 
Jordiln 
,Joyue (OH) 
Joyc11 IPA) 
Ca.vtur 
X:.-.t.ko 
1Coat.ing 
!°l'Jltr 
K,.n, (IL) 
JColly !)18) 
Kelly iPA) 
1::1:'UTIIJd,V 

n,.nna 
Kik\,.., 
Kilmnr 
K1rn 
JCiml 
Kin1< itff) 
:!rintini;r..-r 
!:irkp.itriok 
K1'1,i,hnamoorthi 
:!Cu/'ltoff(TK1 
L,1.Hoo(l 
L~:>tlw.lf1t 
Lur1b 
Lamborn 
L,1Til11:'Yill 
Lil.rMniWA) 
Lilr.'lon 1CT) 
Laltil. 
L.iwrtnoo 
La\\'fi'OU /FL) 
LM(C.-\) 
Leo 1,NV) 
Ln.Jrn 
Levin (CA) 
[~(•Vin l~H) 
Le\ll"i" 
Litu, T•d 
Lipi1111ti 
Lo{'b61"1.JJ.k. 

Lofgren 
Lon,r 
l,oudormilk 
Lowt'lnt.hal 
Lowo,-
Luo.1..• 
Lunt,k:1mv~'<·r 
Luj.,n 
Luri.i 
Lywi.1 
J.ft1,Hnow,.,Ii 
:?,folon,y, 

Carolyn B. 
Mllloney, Sn.i.n 
Mi1.rch11.nt 
J.la.Nh!lll 
M.;i,l:lttio 
M.;i,,;t 
Ml'l,t.•ni 
l'foAdamfl 
McBath 
McCa..i:-thy 
McC11,ul 
McClintook 
MoCo\lum 
}fcE:•chin 
J\foGovorn 
McHenry 
-'kKinl11y 
\fc~tll't!IIY 
~fr•dow.~ 
Meob 
),frn,: 
1'1ouaor 
Milln 
lrfit.oh•ll 
Moolena11..r 
l'loontJy(WY) 
M(Wr,. 
1'.forolll\ 
Moulton 
Muc.-r>!\('i-Powell 
Mullin 
Murphy 
tfodh'r 
Na,poli1*1.no 
~ul 
(•ie~tll'<t" 
Xiiwhon,.,i• 
Noror0M 
:N0rman 
Nunr, 
o·Halloran 
Oc11.1?-10-Cortl'11 
Olann 
Om,ir 
P,1l,u1r.o 
Pallone 
Pl'llrnrr 
Pant'tt.:i. 
P,qJl)IW'-
P•-~,:roll 
Pa,yno 
PtJnoti 
Pt·rlmutter 
Perry 
P"'t,.r* 
PtJtortton 
PhilliD' 
P1niree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Po~ev 
PnJ,,.hW 
Pric\" (:-lC) 
QuiJ?lcY 
R;t.dkin 
Hat.el1!r1J 
Rood 
He,.,cbonth!l1M' 
Rk:o(NY) 
Rio• !SC) 
Rlohmond 
Ri¥i'·l,ml"ln 
Hol1y 
Rod1tt'l'"-iWA) 
Roo,, Da,yid P. 
ltoi:ror,i(AL) 
Rognl'!(CY) 
RooM:,-()7 !,) 

R0eo(SY) 
RPI',(;. John W. 
Rouda. 
Rou,;<"r 
H.oy 
Royb.-l-Alla.rd 
Rui,1 
Uopper•htr~l\l' 
Hu.11h 

Ruthetford 
n~·an 
Kl'inohD7, 
S,1rba,ncl:I 
Snalb•e 
Soanlon 
8Ghako1t'j1](V 
Bohlff 
$(}hr11\itler 
Sohl'l'l<kt' 
Snhrier 
Snhwoik:(•rt 
8cmtt. {YA) 
8eol(, .,u!ltin 
8not.t,Davii1 
Sensrnht'ennN' 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalah 
Shcrma,n 
Sherrill 
Rhirnlrni' 
Sirnp.son 
Rire.s 
fHotkin 
Bmith\MO) 
Rmith(~fC) 
8mithi,N.J) 
8mith(W,\.) 
Bmud(U 
S1Jto 
Bpan"brrij'l"r 
Bp11.n0 
Speier 
8tanton 
Blil.ubo,r 
8te.l'.lrni1' 
i:n .. u 
Steube 
Stevene 
Bt1n,.-~rt, 
Kt:iV(\l'" 

Buonl 
s., ... 1,.·ell (C.\) 
'l'•k.uw 
Taylor 
ThotnJ)"OO (CA) 
Thornp;,on C\18) 
l'hompMn(PAl 
Tbornlionv 
Timrn("IH'l. 
Tipton 
Tit,tM 
'Tlaib 
'Tonlr::o 
TorrtJ• {CA) 
Torrta8mil.il 

tN!ril 
Tra,ha.n 
Trone 
1'urnor 
lJncJ,,rwood 
Cpton 
\',mDrtJ\f 
\',1ri;•" 
\';:11.11t>y 
y,.J, 
\Tel.i.r.qUIJJ 
Vi~CT!O>!\.ky 
W11..~n,.r 
Walhng 
\<;alclen 
Walker 
\Valor2ki 
Waltz 
W11..1:1serman 

tlehult,11 
W11.ter• 
WMkl01' 
Wttt~r,n Oolem;.i,n 
W1Jb1Jr\TX) 
WtbtotN'(}'L) 
Wi:loh 
Wenstrup 
Wt'f<tt'l'lllflJl 

Wt'J<.ton 
\l,'ild 
WillilJ.mJI 
Wil~vn <FL) 
Wihion {3G) 
\\'ittman 
W0mack 
Woodall 
Yarnrnth 
Yoho 
Youn-r 
Zeldin 

Ame 
Bost 
Buek 
Clay 
Dnlc1(CA) 

NOT VOTING -13 
O.;i,bb;.i.rd Kil'(((IA) 
Gre,.n (TN") Ku'°'"tlJl' (NH) 

0-J'Hflth Wright 
H1u1tia,rto 
J--!<"-tl'('l'. BI\Q\l..,_l' 

D 1631 

So (two-third?. being in the affirma
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill waR passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider waR laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATI0:-1 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, l was un
able to vote on June i 1, 2019 as I had an
other commitment that did not allow me to 
make it back to D.C. in time for votes. Had I 
been present, ! would have voted as follows: 
"no'' on rollca!I No, 245; "no" on rollcal! No. 
246; "no" on ro!lcaU No. 247; and "yes" on 
rollca!l No. 248, 

PER80NAL TDi'.FL,\NATION 

Mrs. AXNE. Mr. Speaker, I was unable to 
vote on June 11, 2019 because I was return
ing to Washington, D.C. Had 1 been present to 
vote, ! would have voted YEA on H. Res. 
430-Authorizing the Committee on the Judici
ary to initiate or intervene in judicial pro
ceedings to enforce certain subpoenas, and 
YEA on H.R. 2609-DHS Acquisition Review 
Board Act of 2019. 

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962. 
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT 
Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker. I rise 

to ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be dis
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 962, the Born-Alive Abortion Sur
vivors Protection Act, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The SPE..i\.KER pro tem:pore. Under 
guidelines consistently· issued by suc
cessive Speakers. aR recorded in sec
tion 9.56 of the House Rules and Man
ual. the Chair is constrained not to en
tertain the requeet unle:::;s it has been 
cleared by the bipartisan floor and 
committee leaderships. 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, if this 
unanimous consent request cannot be 
entertained. I urge the Speaker and the 
majority leader to immediately sched
ule the Born-Alive bill because sur
vivors of abortion deserve protection, 
and the American people deserve a vote 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen
tleman is not recog·nized for debate at 
this time. · 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For 

what purpose does the gentleman seek 
recognition? 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com
mittee on the Judicia..ry be discharged 
from further consideration of H.R. 962. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the 
Chair has previously al1.ViRed, the re
que~t cannot be entertained absent ap
propriate clearances. 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker? 
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116-108 

AUTHORIZING THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY TO INITIATE OR IN
TERVENE IN JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE CERTAIN SUB
POENAS AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

JUNE 10, 2019.-Reforred to the House Calendar and ordered to he printed 

Mr. McGOVERN, from the Committee on Rules, 
submitted the following 

REPORT 

together with 

DISSENTING VIEWS 

[To accompany H. Res. 4301 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the resolution 
(H. Res. 430) authorizing the Committee on the Judiciary to ini
tiate or intervene in judicial proceedings to enforce certain sub
poenas and for other purposes, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon with an amendment and recommend that the 
resolution as amended be agreed to. 

CONTENTS 

Purpose and Summa1y 
Background and Need for Legis.mc10n 
Hearings ............................ . 
Committee Consideration 
Co1n1ni.ttee Votes .... .... ... ... ........ . .. 
Committee Oversight Findings and Recommendations . 
Performance Goals and Objectives ................................ .. 
Advisory Committee Statement .................. . 
Sect10n-hy-Sect10n Analysis of the Legis!atwn . . . . . . . .. 
Changes m Ex1stmg House Rules Made hy the Reso]ut10n, as Reported 
D1ssentmg Views .................. . 

The amendment is as follows: 
Strike the text and insert the following: 

PAGE 
2 
3 

23 
23 
23 
26 
26 
27 
27 
28 
29 

That the chair of the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives 
is authorized, on behalf of such Committee, to initiate or intervene in any judicial 
proceeding before a Federal court-

( 1) to seek declaratory judgments and any and all ancillary relief, including 
injunctive relief, affirming the duty of-

(A) William P. Barr, Attorney General, to comply with the subpoena that 
is the subject of the resolution accompanying House Report 116-105; and 

89-008 
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(B) Donald F. McGahn, II, former White House Counsel, to comply with 
the subpoena issued to him on April 22, 2019; and 

(2) to petition for disclosure of information regarding any matters identified 
in or relating to the subpoenas referred to in paragraph (1) or any accom
panying report, pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 6(e), including 
Rule 6(e)(3)(E) (providing that the court may authorize disclosure of a grand
jury matter "preliminarily to ... a judicial proceeding"). 

Resolved, That the chair of each standing and permanent select committee, when 
authorized by the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group, retains the ability to initiate 
or intervene in any judicial proceeding before a Federal court on behalf of such com
mittee, to seek declaratory judgments and any and all ancillary relief, including in
junctive relief, affirming the duty of the recipient of any subpoena duly issued by 
that committee to comply with that subpoena. Consistent with the Congressional 
Record statement on January 3, 2019, by the chair of the Committee on Rules re
garding the civil enforcement of subpoenas pursuant to clause 8(b) of rule II, a vote 
of the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group to authorize litigation and to articulate the 
institutional position of the House in that litigation is the equivalent of a vote of 
the full House of Representatives. 

Resolved, That in connection with any judicial proceeding brought under the first 
or second resolving clauses, the chair of any standing or permanent select committee 
exercising authority thereunder has any and all necessary authority under Article 
I of the Constitution. 

Resolved, That the chair of any standing or permanent select committee exercising 
auLhority described in the first or second resolving clause shall notify the House of 
Representatives, with respect to the commencement of any judicial proceeding there
under. 

Resolved, That the Office of General Counsel of the House of Representatives 
shall, with the authorization of the Speaker, represent any standing or permanent 
select committee in any judicial proceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to 
the authority described in the first or second resolving clause. 

Resolved, That the Office of General Counsel of the House of Representatives is 
authorized to retain private counsel, either for pay or pro bono, to assist in the rep
resentation of any standing or permanent select committee in any judicial pro
ceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to the authority described in the first 
or second resolving clause. 

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY 

This resolution authorizes the Committee on the Judiciary to ini
tiate or intervene in judicial proceedings to enforce certain sub
poenas, a process commonly referred to as "civil contempt." 1 The 
resolution affirms that the chair of each standing and permanent 
select committee, when authorized by the Bipartisan Legal Advi
sory Group, retains the ability to initiate or intervene in judicial 
proceedings to seek enforcement of subpoenas issued by the com
mittee. The resolution provides that, in connection with any judi
cial proceeding brought under the first or second resolving clause, 
the chair of any standing or permanent select committee exercising 
the authority thereunder has any and all necessary authority 
under Article I of the Constitution. The resolution requires the 
chair of any standing or permanent select committee exercising au
thority as described in the first or second resolving clause to notify 
the House of Representatives, with respect to the commencement 
of any judicial proceeding. The resolution allows the Office of Gen
eral Counsel of the House of Representatives, with authorization of 
the Speaker, to represent any standing or permanent select com
mittee in any judicial proceeding initiated or intervened in pursu
ant to the authority described in the first or second resolving 

1 See, e.g., Morton Rosenberg, When Congress Comes Calling: A Study on the Principles, Prac
tices, and Pragmatics of Legislative Inquiry 31 (2017) (referring to civil suits to enforce sub
poenas as "civil contempt suits"); Morton Rosenberg & Todd B. Tatelman, Cong. Res. Serv., 
Congress's Contempt Power: Law, History, Practice, and Procedure 37-46 (Apr. 15, 2008) (de
scribing judicial proceedings to enforce subpoenas as "Civil Contempt in tbe House of Represent
atives'1). 
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clause. Finally, the resolution permits that the Office of General 
Counsel of the House of Representatives to retain private counsel, 
either for pay or pro bono, to assist in the representation of any 
standing or permanent select committee in any judicial proceeding 
initiated or intervened in pursuant to the authority described in 
the first or second resolving clause. 

BACKGROUND AND NEED FOR LEGISLATION 

Since the start of the current 116th Congress, in performing its 
constitutional duty to conduct oversight of the Executive Branch, 
the House of Representatives has been met with unprecedented 
stonewalling and obstruction by the White House and Trump Ad
ministration. This cover-up is being directed from the top. Presi
dent Trump, without citing any legitimate rationale, has vowed, 
"We're fighting all the subpoenas" 2 and declared, "I don't want peo
ple testifying." 3 Since then, the President has refused to work on 
legislative priorities, such as infrastructure, until the House halts 
all oversight and investigations of his Administration. 4 

The result of this blanket obstruction has been the Trump Ad
ministration's failure to fully comply with, or completely ignoring, 
all legitimate oversight requests. Whether it be ignoring requests 
for documents, limiting in-person interviews, refusing to attend 
depositions, or defying duly issued congressional subpoenas, the 
Executive Branch's actions to undermine the oversight obligations 
of the Legislative Branch have been wide-ranging and systemic. 

This obstruction of the oversight responsibilities of the House is 
not only an affront to our constitutional system of checks and bal
ances, but it also serves to stifle the work of Congress to address 
issues important to the American people. From protecting Ameri
cans' access to health care and responding to natural disasters, to 
protecting our clean air and water, this Administration has failed 
to provide the information the People's House requires to conduct 
oversight of these crucial issues. Obstructing oversight in these 
areas impairs the ability of the Congress to have sufficient infor
mation to legislate effectively and efficiently on behalf of the Amer
ican people. As the Supreme Court has said: "The power of inquiry 
has been employed by Congress throughout our history, over the 
whole range of the national interests concerning which Congress 
might legislate or decide upon due investigation not to legislate; it 
has similarly been utilized in determining what to appropriate 
from the national purse, or whether to appropriate. The scope of 
the power of inquiry, in short, is as penetrating and far-reaching 
as the potential power to enact and appropriate under the Con
stitution." 5 

No one is above the law and no administration is immune from 
oversight. The House of Representatives will hold this Administra
tion accountable, continue to advance legislation important to the 

2 Trump vows stonewall of 'All' House subpoenas, setting up fight over powers (April 24, 2019) 
(online at https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/24/us/politics/donald-trump-subpoenas.html) 

"Trump says he is opposed to White House aides testifying to Congress, deepening power strug
gle with Hill (April 23, 2019) (online at https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/trump-says-he
is-opposed-to-white-house-aides-testifying-to-congress-deepening-power-struggle-with-hill/2019/ 
04/23/0c7bd8clc-65e0-1le9-8985-4cf30147bclca story.html?utm term=.c08cc78e2536) 

4 Trum.p Refuses to Repair Infra.structure Unless Congress Halts All Investigations, New York 
Magazine (May 22, 2019) (online at http://nymag.com/intelligencer/2019/05/trump-stop-inves
tigating-me-or-infrastructure-cleal-clies.html). 

5 Barenblatt u. United States, 360 U.S. 109, 111 (1959). 
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American people, and stand up for the principle of checks and bal
ances that is the bedrock of our Constitution. 

Investigating Critical Issues Important to the American People 

The Trump Administration's unprecedented obstruction of all 
Congressional oversight not only erodes our constitutional system 
of checks and balances, but also prevents the People's House from 
getting the answers it needs to properly oversee the Executive 
Branch and adopt legislation on issues that impact the American 
people. Stonewalling by the Trump Administration is harming 
Americans' access to health care. 

a. Harm to Americans' Access to Health Care 
The Trump Administration's obstruction is stifling Democratic ef

forts to provide oversight to ensure that the American people have 
access to affordable healthcare. The Committees on Oversight and 
Reform, Energy and Commerce, Ways and Means, Education and 
Labor, and the Judiciary, are investigating the Trump Administra
tion's involvement in the Department of Justice's (DOJ) sudden 
and significant decision to reverse its previous position defending 
the constitutionality of key provisions of the Affordable Care Act 
(ACA). Despite requests for documents from DOJ and the White 
House, as well as requests for interviews with key witnesses on 
April 8, 2019 and May 13, 2019, neither DOJ nor the White House 
has responded in any capacity.6 

The Trump Administration has also failed to respond to Congres
sional inquiries regarding its sabotage of the American health care 
system, which is increasing health care costs and taking away cov
erage from American families and patients. On February 21, 2018, 
the Administration released a Proposed Rule on Short-Term, Lim
ited Duration Insurance (STLDI). The Administration proposed to 
permit the sale of junk STLDI plans with duration terms of up to 
12 months and that could be renewed for up to three years. These 
unregulated junk plans leave American families exposed to great fi
nancial risk and increase costs for individuals with pre-existing 

6 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Frank Pal
lone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Richard E. Neal, Chairman, H. 
Comm. on Ways and Means, Robert C. "Bobby" Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education And 
Labor, and Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to William Ban·, Attorney Gen
eral, Dept. of Justice (April 8, 2019), available at https://judiciary.house.gov/sites/demo
crats.judiciary.house.gov/files/documents/4.8.2019%20Letter%20to%20Barr%20re.%20ACA.pclf; 
Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Frank Pal
lone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Richard E. Neal, Chairman, H. 
Comm. on Ways and Means, Robert C. "Bobby" Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and 
Labor, and Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the 
President, (April 8, 2019), available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/democrats. over
sight.house.gov/files/2019-04-
08.EEC%20Pallone%20Neal%20Scott%20Nadler%20to%20Cipollone-WH%20re%20ACA.pdf; Let
ter from El~jah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Frank Pallone, 
Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Richard E. Neal, Chairman, H. Comm. on 
Ways and Means, Robert C. ''Bobby" Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education And Labor, and 
Jerrolcl Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the President 
(May 13, 2019), available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/ 
2019-05-la.EEC%20Pallone%20Neal%20Scott%20Nadler%20to%20Cipollone
WH%20re%20ACA.pdf; Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight 
and Reform, Frank Pallone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Richard E. 
Neal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Ways and Means, Robert C. "Bobby" Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. 
on Education And Labor, and Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to William 
Barr, Attorney General, Dept. of Justice (May 13, 2019), available at https://oversight.house.gov/ 
sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-05-
13.EEC%20Pallone%20Neal%20Scott%20Nadler%20to%20Barr-DO,J%20re%20ACA.pdf. 
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conditions who need comprehensive coverage. On August 3, 2018, 
the Administration released the Final Rule on STLDI. On January 
8, 2019, the Committees sent a letter to the Administration re
questing information, including how HHS arrived at the final rule. 7 

HHS has failed to produce any documents in response. 
On October 22, 2018, the Trump Administration issued guidance 

on Section 1332 of the ACA that raises costs for older and vulner
able Americans and eliminates protections for people living with 
pre-existing conditions. The Committees on Energy and Commerce 
and Ways and Means sent a letter to the Administration request
ing information about the proposed changes, including an expla
nation as to why the Administration decided to promulgate the 
changes as Section 1332 guidance rather than go through a Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking process, as well as a comprehensive docu
ment request.8 The Administration has not provided a response or 
the documents requested. 

b. Threatening Environmental Protections 
Stonewalling by the Administration is putting our environment 

and public health at risk. The Trump Administration has ignored 
good-faith Congressional inquiries for information about chemical 
risk assessments that have significant implications for human 
health. For example, in 2018, the Environmental Protection Agen
cy's (EPA) political leadership announced it would not release an 
already-completed assessment on the health effects of formalde
hyde for peer review and provided no defense of its decision. On 
March 4, 2019, the Committee on Science, Space & Technology re
quested documents from EPA to understand how this decision was 
reached, issuing a deadline of April 5.9 EPA was nonresponsive so 
the Committee issued a second deadline of April 19. But EPA has 
provided zero documents in response to the request to date. EPA 
has provided no explanation for its failures to respond. 

On January 7, the Committee on Natural Resources requested 
information about attempts to work on drilling in the Arctic during 
a government shutdown. The Department of the Interior (DOI) has 
not provided information.10 

On January 24, the Committee requested documents regarding 
the Administration's plan to drill for oil off the coastal U.S. DOI 
has not provided the documents. 11 

7 Letter from the Frank Pa1lone, ,Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Bobby 
Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor, Richard Neal, Chairman, H. Comm. on 
Ways and Means, Ron Wyden, Ranking Member, S. Comm. on Finance, Patty Murray, Ranking 
Member, S. Comm. on Health, F~duc., Labor, and Pensions, to Alex Azar, Secretary, Dept. of 
Health and Human Services, Alexander Acosta, Secretary, Dept. of Labor, Steven Mnuchin, Sec
retary, Dept. of Treasury, Mick Mulvaney, Director, Office of Mgmt. and Budget (Jan. 8, 2019). 

8 Letter from the Frank Pallone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Richard 
Neal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Ways and Means, to Alex Azar, Secretary, Dept. of Health and 
Human Services, Steven Mnuchin, Secretary, Dept. of Treasury, Seema Verma, Administrator, 
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, and Charles Rettig, Commissioner, Internal Revenue 
Service (Nov. 29, 2018). 

9 Letter from Eddie Bernice Johnson, Chairwoman, H. Comm. on Science, Space & Tech
nology, to Andrew Wheeler, Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency (Mar. 4, 2019). 

10 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, to David Bernhardt, 
Acting Secretary, Dept. ofinterior (Jan. 7, 2019). 

11 Letter from Raul Grijalva, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Chairman, and Alan 
Lowenthal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Energy and Mineral 
Resources, to David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Interior (Jan. 24, 201). 
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On January 30, the Committee requested six documents relating 
to the undermining of protections for endangered species. DOI has 
not provided the documents.12 

On February 11, the Committee requested documents pertaining 
to the cancellation of a scientific study on the impacts of mountain
top removal coal mining on the health of people living in neigh
boring communities. DOI has not provided the documents. 13 

On February 26, the Committee requested documents pertaining 
to attempts by companies to avoid rules enacted to prevent another 
Deepwater Horizon-like oil spill of millions of gallons. DOI has not 
provided the documents. 14 

On February 28 and March 1, the Committee requested docu
ments relating to the shrinking of our national monuments. DOI 
and the Department of Commerce (DOC) have not provided the 
documents. 15 16 

On March 1, the Committee requested documents about a mas
sive mine proposed next to a Minnesota wilderness area. DOI has 
not provided the documents.17 

On March 11, the Committee requested documents concerning 
the Administration's efforts to enforce worker safety and environ
mental protections for oil and gas wells on public lands. DOI has 
not provided the documents.18 

On March 13, the Committee requested documents about the Ad
ministration's multiple attempts to withhold information about 
their operations under the Freedom of Information Act from the 
American people. DOI has not provided the documents. 19 

On March 13, several committees requested information regard
ing weakening protections for whales. DOI and DOC have not pro
vided the information. 20 

12 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, to David Bernhardt, 
Acting Secretary, Dep't of Interior, and Wilbur Ross, Secretary, Dept. of Commerce (Jan. 30, 
2019). 

13 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, and Alan 
Lowenthal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Energy and Mineral 
Resources to David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dep't oflnterior (Feb. 11, 2019). 

14 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, and Alan 
Lowenthal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Energy and Mineral 
Resources, to Scott A. Angelle, Director, Bureau of Safety and Envtl. Enforcement, Dept. of Inte
rior (Feb. 26, 2019). 

15 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, to Wilbur Ross, Sec
retary, Dept. of Commerce, and David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Interior (Feb. 28, 
2019). 

16 Letter from and Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, to Rear Admiral 
Gallaudet, Deputy Adm'r, Nat'] Ocean and Atmospheric Admin (Mar. 1, 2019). 

17 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Betty McColl um, 
Chairwoman, Comm. on Appropriations, Sub. Comm. on Interior-Environment, and Alan 
Lowenthal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Energy and Mineral 
Resources, to Sonny Perdue, Secretary, Dep't of Agric., and David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, 
Dep't oflnterior (Mar. 1, 2019). 

18 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, and Alan 
Lowenthal, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Energy and Mineral 
Resources, to David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dep't of Interior (Mar. 11, 2019). 

19 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Elijah Cummings, 
Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, and TJ Cox, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight 
and Reform, Sub. Comm. on Oversight and Investigations to David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, 
Dept. oflnterior (Mar. 13, 2019). 

20 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, et al., Mike Pompeo, 
Secreta1y, Dept. of State, Wilbur Ross, Secretary, Dept. of Commerce, David Bernhardt, Acting 
Secretary, Dept. of Interior, Robert E. Lighthizer, Ambassador, U.S. Trade. Rep. (Mar. 13, 2019). 
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On March 26, the Committee requested a single document detail
ing the risk posed by three pesticides to 1,400 threatened and en
dangered species. DOI has not provided the document. 21 

On April 10, the Committee requested a single document describ
ing DOI's plan to reorganize. DOI has not provided the document.22 

On May 10, the Committee requested documents concerning the 
US Department of Agriculture's failure to consult with indigenous 
peoples when developing protections for forested lands. DOI has 
not provided the documents. 23 

On May 13, the Committee requested information about the Ad
ministration's failure to protect endangered birds. DOI has not pro
vided the documents. 24 

On December 7, 2018, Energy and Commerce Committee Demo
crats sent a letter to the Administration requesting information 
and health and safety studies of per and polyfluoroalkyl substances 
(PFAS) reviewed by EPA. 25 After repeated follow up by staff, Envi
ronment and Climate Change Subcommittee Chairman Paul Tonko 
requested a response to the letter from EPA Administrator Wheeler 
during a subcommittee hearing on April 9, 2019. Administrator 
Wheeler refused to commit to replying, and that request is still out
standing. 

On January 28, 2019, Energy and Commerce Committee Chair
man Pallone and Subcommittee Chairpersons Tonko and DeGette 
requested information and documents related to EPA's actions to 
weaken human health protections against mercury, including infor
mation on industry compliance with EPA's standards.26 After his 
agency failed to respond, EPA Administrator Wheeler personally 
committed to Chair DeGette to provide this information in his tes
timony before the Committee on April 9, 2019. To date, despite re
peated follow-up communications to the agency by Committee staff, 
EPA has still failed to provide the requested information. 

On January 30, 2019, Energy and Commerce Committee Chair
man Pallone and Subcommittee Chairman Tonko requested health 
and safety studies used in EPA's risk assessment of Pigment Violet 
29.27 That request was renewed on March 21.28 Although the agen-

21 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Jared Huffman, 
Chairman. H. Comm. on Natural Resources, Sub. Comm. on Water, Oceans, and Wildlife, and 
Rep. Nydia Velazquez to David Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Interior (Mar. 26, 2019). 

22 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, and TJ Cox, Chair
man, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Sub. Comm. on Oversight and Investigations to David 
Bernhardt, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Interior (April 10, 2019). 

23 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, et. al. to Sonny 
Perdue, Secretary, Dept. of Agriculture (May 10, 2019). 

24 Letter from Raul Grijalva, Chairman, H. Comm. on Natural Resources, to Ms. Everson, 
(May 13, 2019). 

25 Letter from Paul D. Tonko, Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee 
on Environment and Climate Change, Rep. Ben Ray Lt\jan, Rep. Debbie Dingell, and Rep. Peter 
Welch, to Andrew R. Wheeler, Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency (Dec. 7, 2018). 

26 Letter from Frank J. Pallone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Diana 
DeGette, Chairwoman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Sub. Comm. on Oversight and In
vestigations, and Paul D. Tonko, Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Sub. Comm. 
on Environment and Climate Change, to Andrew R. Wheeler, Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency (Jan. 28, 2019). 

27 Letter from Frank J. Pallone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Paul D. 
Tonko, Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Sub. Comm. on Environment and Cli
mate Change, to Andrew R. Wheeler, Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency (Jan. 30, 
2019). 

28 Letter from Frank J. Pallone, Jr., Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Paul D. 
Tonko, Chairman, H. Comm. on Energy and Commerce, Sub. Comm. on Environment and Cli
mate Change, to Andrew R. Wheeler, Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency (Mar. 21, 
2019). 
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cy provided the studies on March 22, significant portions of the 
studies were redacted. The agency has not provided the redacted 
portions of the studies and refused to discuss the basis for that re
fusal. Both the request for PF AS information and the request for 
PV29 studies were made pursuant to the Toxic Substances Control 
Act, which includes an explicit requirement to provide all informa
tion reported to or otherwise obtained by the Administrator under 
that law upon written request by any duly authorized committee 
of Congress. 

c. Putting American Workers at Risk 
The Administration's obstruction is preventing the House from 

conducting oversight of protections for American workers. The Ad
ministration has rebuffed efforts to ensure that the Department of 
Labor is sufficiently staffed in order to perform its central mission 
of protecting workers. For example, on April 11, 2019, the Com
mittee on Education and Labor sent a letter to Secretary Acosta re
questing information concerning the Department of Labor's current 
vacancies (excluding Senate confirmed positions).29 On April 29, 
2019, the Department provided a non-responsive answer that sim
ply attached public budget numbers for staffing levels. 

The Administration has stifled efforts to ensure that the Occupa
tional Safety and Health Administration is not arbitrarily rolling 
back safety standards on carcinogens for certain workers. For ex
ample, on April 2, 2019, the Committee on Education and Labor 
sent a letter to Secretary Acosta requesting information concerning 
the Occupational Safety and Health Administration's June 27, 
2017, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for Occupational Exposure to 
Beryllium and Beryllium Compounds in Construction and Ship
yards Sector. 30 Specifically, the Committee requested information 
about their required scientific and/or legal determination that roll
ing back the beryllium exposure protections for those in the con
struction and shipyards industries was justified. On April 26, 2019, 
the Department sent a non-responsive answer, attaching public 
rulemaking documents that the Committee already had and not 
answering any of the Committee's requests. 

The Administration has also blocked inquiries to ensure that its 
deregulatory efforts are proceeding lawfully. For example, on April 
3, 2019, the Committee on Education and Labor sent a letter to 
Secretary Acosta requesting information concerning the Depart
ment of Labor's rulemaking steps taken in its 2017 Notice of Pro
posed Rulemaking Regarding Tip Regulations Under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act, 2018 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Expand
ing Employment, Training, and Apprenticeship Opportunities for 
16- and 17-Year-Olds in Health Care Occupations Under the Fair 
Labor Standards Act, and 2019 Notice of Proposed Rulemaking De
fining and Delimiting the Exemptions for Executive, Administrative, 
Professional, Outside Sales and Computer Employees. 31 On April 
29, 2019, the Department sent a non-responsive answer to the 
Committee, attaching public rulemaking documents that the Com-

29 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor to Alexander 
Acosta, Secretary, Dept. of Labor (April 11, 2019). 

30 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor to Alexander 
Acosta, Secretary, Dept. of Labor (April 2, 2019). 

31 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor to Alexander 
Acosta, Secretary, Dept. of Labor (April 3, 2019). 
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mittee already had and not answering any of the Committee's re
quests. 

d. Negatively Impacting the Education System and Student Loan 
Borrowers 

The Administration's unprecedented obstruction is harming over
sight of our nation's education system. For example, the Adminis
tration has rejected efforts to obtain information about the U.S. De
partment of Education's decision to install Deputy General Counsel 
Phillip H. Rosenfelt as the Department's Acting Inspector General. 
The Committee on Education and Labor has sent two letters, dated 
February 1 32 and February 19, 2019,33 requesting documentation 
of the surrounding circumstances leading to this decision. The De
partment has sent multiple non-responsive letters which have cited 
"executive branch confidentiality interests" and improperly invoked 
FOIA exemptions as rationales for refusing to provide requested 
correspondence. In another example, the Administration has 
rebuffed efforts to obtain information on the Department's imple
mentation of the Borrower Defense to Repayment regulations. For 
example, the Committee on Education and Labor sent a letter on 
March 25, 2019,34 detailing the Department's stonewalling of the 
Committee's staff-level requests for information which date back to 
November 2018. Additionally, despite repeated requests for an in 
person briefing on the substantive issues as well as a document 
production, the Department will not set a date or agree to hold a 
briefing. 

e. Hindering Investigations into Alleged Misconduct in our Finan
cial System 

The Administration has rebuffed efforts to investigate the flow of 
i1licit funds through the U.S. financial system, businesses and real 
estate as well as efforts to ensure U.S. national security. On April 
15, 2019, the Committee on Financial Services, together with the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, subpoenaed docu
ments from Deutsche Bank. The subpoena sought information re
lating to the Committees' investigations into the integrity of the 
U.S. financial system and national security, including bank fraud, 
money laundering, foreign influence in the U.S. political process, 
and the counterintelligence risks posed by foreign powers' use of fi
nancial leverage. Also, on April 15, 2019, the Committee on Finan
cial Services subpoenaed Capital One for similar information relat
ing to its investigation into the efficacy of bank safety practices, 

32 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Edncation and Labor, Rosa DeLanro, 
Chairwoman, H. Comm. on Appropriations, Sub. Comm. on Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Edncation, and Related Agencies, and Patty Mnrray, Ranking Member, S. Comm. on Health, 
Education, Labor and Pensions, to Betsy De Vos, Secretary, Dept. of Education (Feb. 1, 2019) 
auailable at https://edlabor.house.gov/imo/media/doc/ 2019-02-
01%20Top%20Dems%20Demand%20Answers%20 From%20ED%20 Following%20Move%20to%20 
Replace%20Independent %20Watchdog%20With%20Top%20Department%20Official.pdf. 

33 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor, Rosa DeLauro, 
Chairwoman, H. Comm. on Appropriations, Sub. Comm. on Labor, Health and Human Services, 
Education, and Related Agencies, Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and 
Reform, Patty Murray, Ranking Member, S. Comm. on Health, Education, Labor and Pensions, 
and Gary Peters, Ranking Member, S. Comm. on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs, 
to Betsy DeVos, Secretary, Dept. of Education (Feb. 19, 2019) available at https:// 
edlabor.house.gov/imo/media/doc/ED%20OIG%20 Follow%20up%20Letter%202-19.pdf. 

34 Letter from Bobby Scott, Chairman, H. Comm. on Education and Labor, and Patty Murray, 
Ranking Member, S. Comm. on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions, to Betsy DeVos, Sec
retary, Dept. of Education (March 25, 2019). 
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banking regulations, loan practices and anti-money laundering 
policies and procedures, including as they are applied to and in
volve the accounts of President Trump and his family members. 
President Trump filed suit against Deutsche Bank and Capital One 
to prevent the banks from complying with the Committees' validly
issued subpoenas. In ruling to deny President Trump's motion for 
a preliminary injunction in that case, Judge Ramos stated, "[H]ere, 
the committees have alleged a pressing need for the subpoenaed 
documents to further their investigation, and it is not the role of 
the Court or plaintiffs to second guess that need, especially in light 
of the Court's conclusions that the requested documents are perti
nent to what is likely a lawful congressional investigation." 35 

President Trump's obstruction of investigations into our financial 
system also extends to investigations of potential wrongdoing in 
connection with his finances. For example, the Oversight and Re
form Committee issued a subpoena to the accounting firm Mazars 
USA LLP in its investigation into reports that President Trump 
may have inflated and deflated his financial assets to suit his own 
purposes. On March 20, 2019, the Committee sent a letter to 
Mazars requesting information on how these financial statements 
and other financial disclosures were prepared, including the finan
cial statements themselves and communications relating to their 
preparation. 36 On March 27, 2019, counsel to Mazars sent a letter 
explaining that, pursuant to the company's legal obligations, 
Mazars cannot voluntarily turn over the documents "unless disclo
sure is made pursuant to, among other things, a Congressional 
subpoena." 37 On April 15, 2019, the Committee issued a subpoena 
to Mazars demanding the production of four categories of respon
sive documents by April 29, 2019. On April 22, 2019, President 
Trump and his companies sued Mazars and the Committee to en
join compliance with and enforcement of the subpoena, arguing 
that the Committee's investigation lacked a valid legislative pur
pose. After briefing and a hearing, on May 20, 2019, the trial court 
issued a final order in favor of the Committee, finding that the 
Committee's investigation had a valid legislative purpose. 

f. Jeopardizing Care for America's Veterans 
The Trump Administration's obstruction is hurting the Congress' 

ability to oversee the Department of Veterans Affairs, and in turn 
hurting our nation's heroes. For example, Administration officials 
have refused to appear before the Veterans' Affairs Committee to 
testify on modernizing the severely outdated systems used for VA 
benefits, on budget requests related to veterans' readjustment ben
efits, and on recommendations to improve the Department of Vet
erans Affairs' effectiveness. 

In a more stunning example, all VA hospitals were instructed by 
V A's Office of Congressional and Legislative Affairs to obstruct the 
Committee's oversight visits to observe the first day of the $47 bil-

35 Transcript at 85, Donald J. Trump, et al. v. Deutsche Bank AG, et al., 19 Civ. 3826 (ER) 
(S.D.N.Y. May 22, 2019). 

36 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Viet-0r 
Wahba, Chairman and Chief Executive Officer, Mazars USA LLP (Mar. 20, 2019, available at 
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/5782258-2019-03-20-EEC-to-Wahba-Mazars.html. 

37 Letter from Jerry D. Bernstein, Counsel for Mazars USA LLP, to Elijah E. Cummings, 
Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform (Mar. 27, 2019) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/documents/2019-03-
20.EEC%20to%20Wahba-Mazars.pdf. 
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lion MISSION Act rollout-which changes the way in which VA 
manages its network of private doctors and health care providers 
and makes veterans eligible to receive treatment from private doc
tors. 

Veterans' Affairs Committee professional staff members who vis
ited the Medical Center in San Juan, Puerto Rico on June 6, 2019, 
were not permitted to meet with the facility or regional emergency 
management directors to discuss emergency response management 
and disaster preparedness for hurricane season. The facility 
spokesperson informed Committee staff that no one is more pre
pared for a natural disaster than the Medical Center in San Juan, 
but refused to answer questions or elaborate on any measures or 
steps the facility has taken to prepare, or any measures taken 
since Hurricane Maria. 

At four of the five VA hospitals visited by committee personnel 
on June 6, staff were prevented from speaking with key employees 
who would be able to answer questions about VA-wide problems 
with the IT system hospital staff must use to determine if a vet
eran is eligible to see a private doctor or calculate the time it would 
take for a patient to drive to a facility. System-wide glitches were 
reported throughout the day. Committee staff were prevented from 
speaking to employees about the training and materials they re
ceived to make rollout of the program a success and were not per
mitted to tour past the hospital lobby and waiting area. 38 

g. Slowing the Response to Natural Disasters 
The Administration's continued stonewalling is preventing inves

tigations into our nation's response to natural disasters that have 
impacted millions of Americans. For example, the Committee on 
Oversight and Reform is investigating the Administration's re
sponse to Hurricanes Maria and Irma in Puerto Rico and the Vir
gin Islands. The Committee started this investigation last Con
gress, on October 11, 2017, with bipartisan requests for informa
tion. Notwithstanding the bipartisan nature of the requests, the 
White House has failed to turn over a single piece of paper to the 
Committee, including information responsive to its most recent re
quest dated May 6, 2019.39 

h. Cruel Immigration, Family Separation, and Border Wall Policies 
Rather than work with Congress to find long term solutions to 

the problems at our southern border and other challenges currently 
facing our immigration system, the Trump Administration has in
stituted a series of troubling policies, such as separating minor 
children from their families to deter asylum seekers from seeking 
refuge in the United States. On January 11,40 and May 29, 2019,41 

38 VA. Prepares for Major Shift in Veterans' Health Care (June 5, 2019) (online at https:// 
www.nytimes.com/2019/06/05/us/politics/va-health-care-veterans.html). 

39 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairmau, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, et al, to 
Mick Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White House (May 6, 2019) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-05-
06.COR%20Dems%20to%20Mulvaney-WH%20re%20Hurricanes%20lrma%20and%20Maria.pdf. 

40 Letter from Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to Matthew Whitaker, Act
ing Attorney General, Dept. of Justice (Jan. 11, 2019) auailabk at https://judiciary.house.gov/ 
sites/democr-ats.judiciary.house.gov/files/documents/ 
Chairman%20Nadler%201.1 l %20Letter%20to%20Acting%20AG%20Whitaker.pdf. 

41 Letter from Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to William Barr, Attorney 
General, Dept. of Justice (May 29, 2019). 
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the Committee on the Judiciary requested documents from the De
partment of Justice relating to the Administration's cruel family 
separation (or "zero tolerance") policy, including information on the 
Department's involvement in the initial pilot program, reunifica
tion strategies, migrant detention, and other border-related poli
cies. Despite the Department identifying over two dozen custodians 
for production, it has provided less than 7 50 pages of heavily re
dacted emails and public!y available court filings. On April 16 42 

and May 29, 2019,43 the Committee on the Judiciary requested in
formation from the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) re
garding President Donald Trump's alleged offers of presidential 
pardons to Acting DHS Secretary Kevin McAleenan and other DHS 
personnel in response to potential legal liability related to closing 
the southern border and summarily denying asylum seekers entry 
into the United States. The Judiciary Committee has not received 
a response to this request. 

The Committees on Oversight and Reform, Judiciary, and Home
land Security are investigating the Trump Administration's unlaw
ful plan to release detained immigrants into sanctuary cities as a 
form of retribution against the President's political adversaries. In 
connection with this and related investigations, the Committees re
quested documents on April 15, 2019.44 The White House has not 
responded. On April 17, 2019, the Committee on Oversight and Re
form invited Stephen Miller, the White House Senior Policy Advi
sor charged with handling all immigration and border affairs, to 
testify at a public hearing.45 The White House refuses to make Mr. 
Miller available to testify. 

Over the last several months, the Committee on Appropriations 
has repeatedly requested information from DHS on its policies and 
processes for determining when U.S. Customs and Border Protec
tion personnel will separate individuals who present as family 
units, including requests made by members during the FY 2020 
Budget Hearing on the Department of Homeland Security on April 
30, 2019. To date, DHS has failed to provide the requested informa
tion on the criteria used for such separations and the related guid
ance issued to field personnel. Additionally, DHS has failed to pro
vide information on how it defines a family for purposes of separa
tion decisions; the level of criminality that may serve as the basis 
for separating a child from an adult; and whether its definition of 
a "fraudulent family" includes individuals who are genetically or le
gally related but are not considered a family under U.S. law. DHS 

42 Letter from Jerrod Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, Zoe Lofgren, Chairwoman, 
H. Comm. on Judiciary, Sub. Comm. on Immigration and Citizenship, and Steve Cohen, Chair
man, H. Comm. on Judiciary, Sub. Comm. on Constitution, Civil Rights, and Civil Liberties, to 
Kevin McAleenan, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Homeland Secmity (April 16, 2019) available at 
https://judiciary.house.gov/news/press-releases/nadler-lofgren-and-cohen-seek-documents-and-tes
timony-president-trump-s-reported. 

43 Letter from Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to Kevin McAleenan, Acting 
Secretary, Dept. of Homeland Security (May 29, 2019). 

44 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, ,Jerrold 
Nadler, H. Comm. on Judiciary, Chairman, and Bennie G. Thompson, Chairman, H. Comm. on 
Homeland Security, to Mick Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White House, and Kevin 
McAleenan, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Homeland Security (April 15, 2019) available at https:// 
judiciary.house.gov/sites/democrats.judiciary.house.gov/files/documents/ 
Nadler%2C%20Cummings%20and%20Thompson%20letter%20to%20DHS%20%26%20WH.pdf. 

45 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Ste
phen Miller, Senior Policy Advisor, The White House (April 17, 2019) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.bouse.gov/files/2019-04-
17.EEC%20to%20Stephen%20Miller%20re%20Witness%20lnvite.pdf. 
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has also stated that smugglers are pairing some children with un
related adults multiple times, but has provided no documentation 
of this practice. 

The Administration has also ignored Congressional inquiries for 
information related to section 2808 emergency construction author
ity. For example, at the February 27, 2019 hearing on the Presi
dent's 2019 National Emergency Declaration Circumventing Con
gress to Build a Border Wall & its Effect on Military Construction 
and Readiness, the Committee on Appropriations requested rel
evant information from the Department of Defense on the selection 
process for projects that will be used as a source for the border 
wall. The Department has not provided any information in re
sponse to the Committee's request. In addition to the hearing, the 
Committee on Appropriations, along with the House Armed Serv
ices Committee, sent a letter on March 7, 2019, to the Acting Sec
retary of Defense, requesting information related to the planning 
and use of section 2808 emergency construction authority. 46 How
ever, the Department has yet to provide all the information re
quested in this letter and has not explained why the Department 
has failed to respond to all elements included in the letter. 

i. Obstructing Oversight of Foreign Policy 
The Trump Administration's obstruction goes beyond the domes

tic issues in our country and extends into foreign policy. For exam
ple, the White House and State Department have failed to produce 
a single document, make any witnesses available, or answer writ
ten questions in response to request letters sent on February 21 47 

and March 4,48 from the Chairs of the Foreign Affairs, Oversight 
and Reform, and Intelligence Committees for information related to 
President Trump's communications with Russian Federation Presi
dent Vladimir Putin. As part of this effort, the Committees are in
vestigating press reports that President Trump may have violated 
the Presidential Records Act (PRA) by destroying documents to 
keep the details of his meetings with Putin secret. The White 
House Counsel issued a response on March 21, criticizing the 
Chairmen's inquiry and refusing to cooperate. This is despite the 
fact that several requests in the March 4 letter are for materials 
in the control of the White House and State Department and that 
they would be required to keep under the Federal Records Act. 
Multiple requests to the Department for an update on this request 

46 Letter from Adam Smith, Chairman, H. Comm. on Armed Services, Nita Lowey, Chair
woman, H. Comm. on Appropriations, John Garamendi, Chairman, H Comm. on Armed Serv
ices, Sub. Comm. on Readiness, Peter Visclosky, Chairman, H. Comm. on Appropriations, Sub. 
Comm. on Defense, Debbie Wasserman Schultz, Chairwoman, H. Comm. on Appropriations, 
Sub. Comm. on Military Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies, to Patrick 
Shanahan, Acting Secretary, Dept. of Defense (Mar. 7, 2019) auailable at https://appropria
tions.house.gov/news/press-releases/house-democrats-demand-information-on-use-of-pentagon
funds-for-trump-s-border. 

47 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Eliot 
Engel, Chairman, H. Comm. on Foreign Affairs, Adam n. Schiff, Chairman, Perm. Select Comm. 
on Intelligence, to Mick Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White House (Feb. 21, 2019) avail
able at https://intelligencc.house.gov/uploadedfiles/20190221 - hfac-cor-
hpsci letter to white house re pra.pclf. - -

48 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, Eliot 
Engel, Chairman, H. Comm. on Foreign Affairs, Adam B. Schiff, Perm. Select Comm. on Intel
ligence, Chairman, to Mick Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White House (Mar. 4, 2019) 
available at https://intelligence.house.gov/uploadedfiles/03-04-19 engel-cummings-schiff-letter-to
mick-mulvaney-requesting-white-house-putin-interview-documen-ts.pclf. 
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have simply gone unanswered, and the Department has made no 
efforts to engage in the accommodations process. 

In another example, the Chairs of the Foreign Affairs, Intel
ligence, and Armed Services Committees expressed concern in a 
May 16 letter about abuse of classification and politicization of in
telligence regarding Iran and other countries in the State Depart
ment's annual arms control report released in April of this year.49 

While the Administration has agreed to provide an interagency 
staff-level briefing, it has failed to produce any documents about 
the drafting process or the underlying factual information and 
analysis that informed the report's conclusions-conclusions which 
many observers interpreted as laying the groundwork for justifying 
military action against countries covered in the report. 

The Committee on Oversight and Reform is investigating allega
tions made by multiple whistleblowers about efforts inside the 
White House to rush the transfer of highly sensitive U.S. nuclear 
technology to Saudi Arabia. The White House has not produced a 
single document despite the Committee's request on February 19, 
2019.50 

j. Preventing White House Oversight 
Across the board, in every investigation, regardless of topic, the 

White House itself has to date refused to produce a single docu
ment to the Oversight and Reform Committee. During this unprec
edented obstruction, the White House has challenged Congress' 
core authority to conduct oversight under the Constitution, ques
tioned the legislative bases for congressional inquiries, objected to 
committee rules and precedents that have been in place for decades 
under both Republican and Democratic leadership, and made base
less legal arguments to avoid producing documents and testimony. 

The Committee on Oversight and Reform is investigating the 
White House and Transition Team security clearance process. 
While the White House has allowed the Committee to review in 
camera a limited number of policy-related documents, it has failed 
to turn over a single page of paper responsive to the Committee's 
requests dated December 19, 2018, January 23, 2019, February 11, 
2019, March 1, 2019.51 

The Committee is investigating the use of personal email and 
messaging accounts by non-career officials at the White House in 

49 Letter from Eliot L. Engel, Chairman, H. Comm. on Foreign Affiars; Adam Smith, Chair
man, H. Comm. on Armed Services; and Adam Schiff, Chairman, H. Perm. Select Comm. on 
Intelligence, to Mike Pomeop, Secretary, Department of State (May 16, 2019) available at 
https://intelligence.house.gov/uploadedfiles/hfac-hasc-hpsci-pompeo-letter.pdf. 

50 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Mick 
Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White House (Feb. 19, 2019) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-02-19.EEC%20to%20Mulvaney
WH%20re%201P3.pdf. 

51 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't. Re
form, to John Kelly, Chief of Staff, The White House (Dec. 19, 2018) availab/,e at https://over
sigh t.house.gov/si tes/democrats.oversigh t.house.gov/fil es/2018-12-19 .EEC%20to%20 Kelly-
WH % 20re%20Securi ty"/o20Clearances-J an.20 l 7. Updated. pdf; Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, 
Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the President (Jan. 
23, 2019) available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-
01-23.EEC%20to%20Cipollone-WH%20re%20Security%20Clearances.pdf; Letter from Elijah E. 
Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the 
President (Feb. 11, 2019) available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/demo
crats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-02-
11.EEC%20to%20Kline%20re%20Transcribed%20Interview l.pdf; Letter from Elijah E. Cum
mings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, toPat Cipollone, Counsel to the Presi
dent (Mar. 1, 2019) https://oversight.house.gov/sites/democrats. oversight.house.gov/files/docu
ments/2019-03-0l.EEC%20to%20Cipollone-WH%20re%20Security%20Clearances.pdf. 
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violation of White House policy and the Presidential Records Act. 
The Committee made bipartisan requests for information and docu
ments dating back to March 8, 2017.52 The Committee renewed re
quests on December 19, 2018 and March 21, 2019, but the White 
House has failed to produce a single document in response.53 

The Committee is investigating the Trump Administration's use 
of and failure to disclose ethics waivers and authorizations. The 
Committee requested documents and information on May 16, 
2019.54 The White House has not responded to the Committee's re
quest. 

The Committee is investigating White House officials' use of gov
ernment-owned aircraft for personal travel and private non-com
mercial aircraft for official travel. Launched as a bipartisan inves
tigation under then-Chairman Gowdy, the Committee renewed its 
requests for documents and information on December 19, 2018. 55 

The White House has not provided any documents in response to 
this request and has instead directed the Committee to secure the 
documents and information from executive branch federal agencies. 

The Committee is investigating the use of nondisclosure agree
ments imposed on White House staff and whether these gag orders 
include mandatory language safeguarding the rights of federally
protected whistleblowers to report waste, fraud, and abuse to Con
gress. The White House has failed to respond to the Committee's 
March 20, 2018 and May 14, 2019, requests for documents.56 

k. Persistent Oversight Obstruction by the Trump Administration 
These examples, while numerous, do not begin to encompass 

every way in which the Trump Administration is obstructing con
stitutional oversight activities by the House. These examples paint 
a stark picture of the depths to which the Trump Administration 
has gone, and continues to go, in refusing to respect the system of 
checks and balances established in our Constitution. The obstruc
tion touches every corner of this Administration and, in the proc
ess, the American people are not able to get the answers they need 
on important issues. Of specific note and importance, discussed in 

52 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't. Re
form, Senator Elizabeth Warren, and Senator Tom Carper, to Stefan Passantino, Deputy Coun
sel to the President (Mar. 8, 2017) available at https://www.warren.senate.gov/files/documents/ 
2017 03 08 Letter on Kushner Recusals. pdf. 

53 Letter from Efi.iau·E. Cummings, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't. Re
form, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the President (Dec. 19, 2018) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2018-12-19.EEC%20to%20Cipollone
WH%20re%20Private%20Emails.pdf; Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on 
Oversight and Reform, to Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the President (Mar. 21, 2019) available at 
https://oversight.house.gov/sites/democTats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-03-
21.EEC%20to%20Cipoll one-WH. pdf. 

54 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Pat 
Cipollone, Counsel to the President (May 16, 2019) available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/ 
democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-05-16.EEC%20to%20Cipollone
WH%20re%20Ethics%20W aivers. pdf. 

55 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't. Re
form, to John Kelly, Chief of Staff, The White House (Dec. 19, 2018) availab/,e at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/ 
UPDATED%20White%20House%20and%20Cabinet%20Member%20Travel.pdf. 

56 Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Oversight and Gov't. Re
form, and Jerrold Nadler, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on Judiciary, to John Kelly, Chief of 
Staff, The White House (Mar. 20, 2018) available at https://oversight.house.gov/sites/demo
crats.oversight.house.gov/files/'2018-03-20 .. EEC%20%20Nadler%20to%20WH%20re%20NDAs.pdf; 
Letter from Elijah E. Cummings, Chairman, H. Comm. on Oversight and Reform, to Mick 
Mulvaney, Acting Chief of Staff, The White Honse (May 14, 2019) available at https://over
sight.house.gov/sites/democrats.oversight.house.gov/files/2019-05-14.EEC%20to%20Mulvaney
WH%20re%20NDAs.pdf. 
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the next section, is the Trump Administration's refusal to provide 
all of the documents surrounding the investigation into Russian in
terference in the 2016 U.S. Presidential election and the obstruc
tion of justice that occurred in the wake of that interference. 

The Mueller Report and Obstruction of Justice 

The first resolved clause of H. Res. 430 authorizes the Committee 
on the Judiciary to undertake several legal actions. These actions, 
commonly referred to as "civil contempt," 57 include the power to 
initiate or intervene in federal judicial proceedings ( 1) to enforce 
the Committee's subpoena issued to Attorney General William P. 
Barr for the Mueller Report as well as key underlying evidence; (2) 
to enforce its subpoena issued to former White House Counsel Don
ald F. McGahn for both documents and testimony; and (3) to peti
tion for disclosure of information relating to the Mueller Report 
otherwise protected by the grand jury secrecy rules, including 
where that information is sought "preliminary to . . . a judicial 
proceeding." 

The Judiciary Committee is seeking these materials in the wake 
of Special Counsel Mueller's findings that, not only did Russia 
interfere in our elections, but that the President engaged in mul
tiple acts to exert undue influence over law enforcement investiga
tions. More than 1000 former federal prosecutors from across the 
political spectrum have written that such conduct, but for the Of
fice of Legal Counsel policy against charging sitting presidents, 
would have resulted in the indictment of Donald Trump for serious 
crimes. 58 The Judiciary Committee's effort to obtain these mate
rials is consistent with the views expressed by the House in H. 
Con. Res. 24, which passed unanimously and called for "the full re
lease to Congress of any report, including findings, Special Counsel 
Mueller provides to the Attorney General." 59 

The specific details surrounding the Barr subpoena are detailed 
in House Report 116-105 ("contempt report"), which was approved 
by the Judiciary Committee by a vote of 24-16 on May 8, 2019. The 
contempt report details the Judiciary Committee's attempts to en
gage the Justice Department (DOJ) to reach a mutually acceptable 
accommodation regarding access to the Mueller Report. Since that 
time, the Judiciary Committee has repeatedly made good faith ef
forts to accommodate.60 

Both during and after its markup, the Judiciary Committee has 
also made clear that it could not accept President Trump's asser
tion of "executive privilege over the entirety of the subpoenaed ma-

57 See supra note 1. 
58 Statement by Former Federal Prosecutors (May 6, 2019) (online at https://medinm.com/ 

@dojalnmni/statement-by-fonner-federal-prosecutors-8ab7691c2aal). 
59 Roll Call Number 125, 116th Cong. (Mar. 14, 2019) 420--0, 4 present. 
60 Beginning with a May 10 letter to Attorney General Barr, the Judiciary Committee has con

tinued to seek an accommodation with the Department. On May 16, 2019, in a letter to White 
House Counsel Pat Cipollone, the Judiciary Committee further affirmed that the Committee's 
staff is "prepared at any time to resume discussions regarding the open issues related to the 
[Barr Subpoena], as well as the many other outstanding requests." On May 24, 2019 the Judici
ary Committee wrote to both Attorney General Barr and the White House Counsel Cipollone 
to make yet another effort at accommodation over the subpoena for the Mueller Report. [n that 
letter, the Committee unilaterally offered to reduce its request to a discrete list of fewer than 
100 documents specifically cited in Volume II of the Mueller Report. On June 4, 2019, the De
partment responded that it would resume negotiations only if the Committee agreed to "moot[]" 
its May 8 contempt vote and "remov[e] any imminent threat." to hold the Attorney General in 
contempt. 
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terials," and that this was a "protective assertion" of the pnvi
lege.61 On May 10, 2019 the Judiciary Committee further explained 
that DOJ's reliance on the actions of President Clinton in 1996 
were misplaced and inappropriate.62 On May 15, the Judiciary 
Committee held a hearing on the issue of executive privilege and 
several of the witnesses-the majority of whom were not only legal 
scholars but had previously served as Executive Branch lawyers
questioned the appropriateness of the President's assertion of exec
utive privilege. 6a 

It is also important to note that the Judiciary Committee has 
never suggested it was holding Attorney General Barr in contempt 
for failing to unilaterally release grand jury material. As explained 
in the Judiciary Committee's May 16 letter to Mr. Cipollone: the 
subpoena recognizes in the instructions that DOJ may withhold 
any document which it believes there is a valid reason not to 
produce. The Committee was requesting only that DOJ join in an 
application to the Court for authorization to release documents 
withheld pursuant to Rule 6(e). The Committee did not pursue con
tempt based on the DOJ's refusal to join in that application, which 
was made clear in the bipartisan support for an amendment rein
forcing that the contempt was not based on Rule 6(e).64 In this re
gard, it is our expectation that, if so requested, a court would hold 
that the Judiciary Committee is entitled as a matter of law to have 
access to grand jury materials currently being withheld by the Jus
tice Department. 

With respect to Mr. McGahn, on April 22, 2019, Chairman Nad
ler issued a subpoena for testimony and documents related to the 
Committee's investigation following the public release of the re
dacted Mueller Report, which revealed that Mr. McGahn was a wit
ness to multiple instances of potential obstruction of justice.65 The 
subpoena requested that Mr. McGahn produce documents shared 
with him or his counsel by the White House during the Special 

61 The Judiciary Committee ultimately rejected the President's assertion of privilege as insuffi
cient grounds for noncompliance with the Committee's subpoena. The Committee voted 20--12 
to adopt an amendment to the contempt report offered by Chairman Nadler stating, among sev
eral concerns, that "the purported protective assertion is not a valid claim of privilege, including 
because executive privilege has been broadly waived in this case as a matter of law and fact11 

and concluding "the last-minute claims of the 'protective' blanket assertion of executive privilege 
over the entirety of the subpoenaed materials does not change the fact that Attorney General 
William P. Barr is in contempt of Congress today for failing to turn over lawfully subpoenaed 
documents." 

62 In that case, the White House had been producing relevant documents to Congress on a 
rolling basis for nearly a year but required a limited amount of time to review certain additional 
documents before a scheduled deadline. Just fifteen days later, the White House completed its 
review and created a privilege log identifying specific documents to be withheld; it then provided 
1,000 pages of remaining documents to Congress. In addition, the documents ;vithheld were not 
created contemporaneously to the matter under investigation and the White House had not al
ready waived executive privilege as it has here. Moreover, the assertion was not a product of 
a Presidential declaration to fight all congressional subpoenas. As the court held in Committee 
on Oversight & Government Reform v. Lynch, a "blanket assertion of privilege over all records 
generated after a particular date ... [will not] pass muster," without a "showing ... that any 
of the individual records satisf[y] the prerequisites for the application of the privilege. 

63 Executive P1ivilege and Congressional Oversight: Hearing Before the H. Comm. on the Ju
diciary, 116 Cong. (2019). 

64 At its markup the Judiciary Committee adopted an amendment offered by Rep. Matt Gaetz 
(R-FL) adding a rule of construction to the contempt report providing that "[nJo provision in 
this Resolution or Report shall be construed as a directive for the Attorney General to violate 
Federal law or rules, including but not limited to Rule 6 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Proce
dure." 

65 Subpoena by Authority of the House of Representatives of the United States of America to 
Donald F. McGahn for documents and testimony, signed by Representative Jerrold Nadler, April 
22, 2019, available at https:/,'judiciary.house.gov/sites/democrats.judiciary.house.gov/files/docu
ments/McGahn%20Suhpoena%204.22.19.pdf. 
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Counsel's investigation by May 7, 2019 and appear to testify before 
the Committee on May 21, 2019. On May 7, counsel to Mr. McGahn 
informed the Committee that the White House had instructed him 
not to produce the requested documents "because they implicate 
significant Executive Branch confidentiality interests and executive 
privilege." 66 In its response letter, the Committee disputed the va
lidity of the White House's invocation of executive privilege and in
sisted that Mr. McGahn comply with the subpoena.67 On May 21, 
2019, the Judiciary Committee held its scheduled hearing on 
"Oversight of the Report by Special Counsel Robert S. Mueller, III: 
Former White House Counsel Donald F. McGahn, II." 68 Mr. 
McGahn did not appear at the hearing. Since that time, the Judici
ary Committee has continued its efforts to reach an accommodation 
with Mr. McGahn.69 

66 Letter from William A. Burck to Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. ou the Judiciary 
(May 7, 2019). Based on that direction, counsel for Mr. McGahn stated his position that, where 
"co-equal branches of government are making contradictory demands on Mr. McGahn concerning 
the same set of documents, the appropriate response for Mr. McGahn is to maintain the status 
quo unless and until the Committee and the Rxecutive Branch can reach an accommodation" 
and, therefore, Mr. McGahn would not comply with the subpoena. White House Counsel 
Cipollone also wrote the Judiciary Committee on May 7 to inform the Committee that "[t]he 
White House records remain legally protected from disclosure under longstanding constitutional 
principles, because they implicate significant Rxecutive Branch confidentiality interest and exec
utive privilege." Letter to Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, from Pat 
Cipollone, Counsel to the President (May 7, 2019). 

67 Letter to William A. Burck, Quinn Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, from Jerrold Nadler, 
Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary (May 7, 2019). The Committee's letter noted that "[a]s 
an initial matter, regarding the subpoenaed documents, the White House Counsel's letter did 
not actually invoke executive privilege, but rather merely suggested ... that all requested doc
uments implicate significant Executive Branch confidential interests and executive privilege.'" 
The letter further explained that "a subpoena recipient is not excused from compliance with [a] 
Committee's subpoena by virtue of a claim of executive privilege that may ultimately be made"' 
(citing Mem. Op., Comm. on Judiciary v. Miers, No. 08-cv-0409-JDB (D.D.C. Jul. 31, 2008), 
at 91); nor can "a blanket assertion of privilege over all records generated after a particular date 
... pass muster," without a "showing ... that any of the individual records satis/Iy] the pre
requisites for the application of the privilege." (citing Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. House 
of Representatives v. Miers, 558 F. Supp. 2d 53 (D.D.C. 2008)). The letter additionally explained 
that even if the President were to properly invoke privilege, any executive privilege has been 
waived as to documents "that the White House voluntarily disclosed t-0 Mr. McGahn and his 
counsel," as affirmed by the in D.C. Circuit in In re Sealed Case (Rspy), 121 F.3d 729, 741-
42 (D.C. Cir. 1997) ("[T]he White House waive[s] its claims of privilege in regard to specific doc
uments that it voluntarily reveal[s] to third parties outside the White House."') As to Mr. 
McGahn's own document production obligations, the Jetter reminded Mr. McGahn that the sub
poena directly requires a privilege log for any document that is "withheld in full or in part on 
any basis," including on "the basis of a privilege asserted by or on behalf of the White House, 
or at the request of the White House," and that "any objections or claims of privilege are 
waived" upon failure to provide "Hn explanation of why full compliance is not possible and a 
log identifying with specificity the ground(s) for withholding each withheld document prior to 
the request compliance date." 

68 On May 20, 2019, Mr. Cipollone wrote to the Judiciary Committee, stating that the Depart
ment of Justice "advised" him that "Mr. McGahn is absolutely immune from compelled congres
sional testimony with respect to matters occurring during his senice as a senior adviser to the 
President" and that, because "of this constitutional immunity, and in order to protect the prerog
atives of the Office of the Presidency, the President has directed Mr. McGahn not to appear at 
the Committee's scheduled hearing on Tuesday, May 21, 2019." Letter to Jerrold Nadler, Chair
man, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, from Pat Cipollone, Counsel to the President (May 20, 2019). 
The letter attached an opinion from the Office of Legal Counsel, dated May 20, 2019, advising 
that "Congress may not constitutionally compel the President's senior advisers to testify about 
their official duties." Mem_ Op., Re: Testimonial Immunity Before Congress of the Former Coun
sel to the President, Office of Legal Counsel (May 20, 2019). 

69 ln a May ;n, 2019 letter to Mr. McGahn and Mr. Cipollone, the ,Judiciary Committee's ex
pressed willingness "to discuss any reasonable accommodation(s) that would facilitate Mr. 
McGahn's appearance before the Committee." These accommodations included '1imiting the tes
timony to the specific events detailed in the Special Counsel's report, identifying ,vith greater 
specificity the precise areas of intended inquiry, and agreeing to the presence of White House 
counsel during any testimony, so that Mr. McGahn may consult regarding the assertion of exec
utive privilege." 
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Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group and Subpoena Enforcement 

The second resolved clause of H. Res. 430 reaffirms that com
mittee chairs, when authorized by the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group (BLAG), retain the ability to bring litigation in Federal court 
to enforce their subpoenas, commonly referred to as "civil con
tempt" proceedings. 70 While the full House can vote to authorize a 
committee to seek relief from federal courts to enforce a subpoena 
duly issued by that committee, it is also important to note that this 
is not the only avenue for such authorization available to a com
mittee. Pursuant to clause S(b) of rule II of the House of Represent
atives, the BLAG, comprised of the Speaker and the majority and 
minority leaderships, speaks for and articulates the institutional 
position of the House in all litigation matters; this includes author
izing a committee to seek civil enforcement of its duly issued sub
poena. As articulated by the Chair of the Committee on Rules in 
a Congressional Record statement from January 3, 2019, on civil 
enforcement of subpoenas pursuant to clause S(b) of rule II: 

Pursuant to this provision, the Bipartisan Legal Advi
sory Group (BLAG) is delegated the authority to speak for 
the full House of Representatives with respect to all litiga
tion matters. A vote of the BLAG to authorize litigation 
and to articulate the institutional position of the House in 
that litigation, is the equivalent of a vote of the full House 
of Representatives. For example, in the 115th Congress, 
the BLAG, pursuant to Rule II(S)(b), authorized House 
Committees to intervene in ongoing litigation. The BLAG 
has been delegated this authority for all litigation matters, 
and I want to be clear that this includes litigation related 
to the civil enforcement of a Committee subpoena. If a 
Committee determines that one or more of its duly issued 
subpoenas has not been complied with and that civil en
forcement is necessary, the BLAG, pursuant to House Rule 
II(S)(b), may authorize the House Office of General Coun
sel to initiate civil litigation on behalf of this Committee 
to enforce the Committee's subpoena(s) in federal district 
court. 71 

Use of the BLAG to authorize a committee to seek relief from a 
federal court to enforce a subpoena duly issued by that committee 
is instrumental in ensuring the House is able to protect its con
stitutional duty to conduct effective oversight of the Executive 
Branch. Given the unprecedented and systemic way in which the 
Trump Administration has refused to comply with duly issued con
gressional subpoenas thus far, there is no reason to believe the Ex
ecutive Branch will change course. As such, the BLAG, speaking 
for the House, provides the most efficient way for the House to 
combat this widespread and unprecedented obstruction going for
ward, providing committees an avenue to enforce their subpoenas, 
while still providing the institution with the time to pursue its 
other constitutional duties. 

It is important to note that House committees have previously 
been found by the courts to have legal standing to seek relief from 

70 See supra note 1. 
71 165 Cong. Rec. 1, H30 (daily ed. Jan. 3, 2019) (statement of Chairman James P. McGovern) 
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federal courts to enforce their subpoenas. The Court of Appeals for 
the D.C. Circuit has recognized "that the House as a whole has 
standing to assert its investigatory power, and can designate a 
member to act on its behalf." 72 Moreover, federal district courts in 
the past have found that a standing committee has legal standing 
to pursue relief in court, and have ruled in favor of committees al
leging injuries nearly identical to those that would be alleged in a 
lawsuit to enforce compliance with a subpoena as authorized by 
this resolution. 

In Committee on the Judiciary v. Miers, the Judiciary Committee, 
as part of its investigation into the politically motivated firing of 
several U.S. Attorneys by the George W. Bush Administration, 
sought civil enforcement of its subpoena in federal court. The dis
trict court ruled for the Committee, holding it had standing to en
force its subpoena. The court rejected the White House's claim of 
absolute immunity from testimony, and ordered the production of 
a "detailed list and description" of the documents "with[e]ld on the 
basis of executive privilege sufficient to enable resolution of any 
privilege claims." 73 

Similarly, in Committee on Oversight & Government Reform v. 
Holder, the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform in
vestigated "Operation Fast and Furious" and related operations by 
the ATF and U.S. Attorney's Offices designed to track illegal gun 
sales to Mexican gun cartels. After having received some docu
ments from the Department of Justice responsive to its requests, 
the Oversight Committee subpoenaed a lengthy and comprehensive 
set of documents. On June 19, 2012, President Obama asserted 
privilege over these documents; Attorney General Holder was 
thereafter held in contempt by the House; and the Oversight Com
mittee pursued a civil action to obtain access to the documents. 
Agreeing with Miers, the District Court made clear that the Over
sight Committee had standing to enforce its subpoena and the 
court had authority to decide the case.74 

HOUSE'S Co:MMITMENT TO RESPONSIBLE ARTICLE I OVERSIGHT 

The third resolved clause of H. Res. 430 specifies that standing 
and permanent select committees seeking to enforce their sub
poenas in court under the Resolution have any and all necessary 
authority under Article I of the Constitution. The authority is in
cluded because of widespread and credible allegations of mis
conduct and abuse of power by President Trump as well as the 
President's extreme if not unprecedented actions seeking to cover 
up and obstruct committee investigations. President Trump has 
openly declared his opposition to, and intent to block, Congress' ex
ercise of its constitutional, legislative, and oversight responsibil
ities. Earlier this year, he vowed, "We're fighting all the sub
poenas," and "I don't want people testifying." 75 

n United States v. AT&T, 551 F.2d 384, 391 (D.C. Cir. 1976). 
73 Comm. on Judiciary v. Miers, 558 F.Supp. 2d 53, 107 (D.D.C. 2008). While the Obama Ad

ministration and House of Representatives negotiated a resolution without an appellate resolu
tion, the district court's decision, at the House's insistence, was not withdrawn. IRVIN B. NA
THAN, PROTECTING THE HOUSE'S INSTITUTIONAL PREROGATIVE To ENFORCE ITS SUBPOENAS (The 
Constitution Project-When Congress Comes Calling, 2nd ed., 2017), available at https:// 
constitutionproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2017 /05/HouseSubpoenas.pdf. 

74 See Comm. on Oversight & Gou't Reform v. Holder, 979 F. Supp. 2d l, 9-26 (D.D.C. 2013). 
75 See supra note 2. 
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As the Supreme Court has repeatedly affirmed, the "scope of 
[Congress's] power of inquiry . . . is as penetrating and far-reach
ing as the potential power to enact and appropriate under the Con
stitution." 76 It ''has been employed by Congress throughout our 
history, over the whole range of national interests concerning 
which Congress might legislate or decide upon due investigation 
not to legislate." 77 Moreover, the "power to secure needed informa
tion" through compulsory process, when needed, is "an essential 
and appropriate auxiliary to the legislative function." 78 Without ac
cess to necessary information, Congress would be unable to "legis
late widely or effectively." 79 Additionally, neither the Executive 
Branch nor the courts may second-guess or "test[] the motives" of 
Congress when Congress seeks to enforce its subpoena authority.80 

Accordingly, this resolved clause is intended to make clear that 
the committees have "all necessary authorities under Article I" to 
enforce subpoenas for witnesses and documents. To the extent any 
issues arise that concern overlapping areas of jurisdiction among 
the committees, or uncertainties regarding committees' respective 
jurisdictions, this clause confirms that each committee has the full 
authority of the House of Representatives to enforce its subpoenas. 
Committees may, in connection with exercising their authority 
under this resolved clause, choose to specify the precise constitu
tional powers upon which they are relying, as well as the legiti
mate legislative purposes and details of their work within the full 
bounds of their authority under Article I, whether at or in connec
tion with hearings, in Committee reports, memoranda, or through 
other means. 

An example of a Committee being able to use "all necessary au
thority under Article I of the Constitution" is illustrated by the Ju
diciary Committee's contempt report, 116-105, which explained the 
purposes of its investigation include: "(1) investigating and expos
ing any possible malfeasance, abuse of power, corruption, obstruc
tion of justice, or other misconduct on the part of the President or 
other Members of his Administration; 2) considering whether the 
conduct uncovered may warrant amending or creating new federal 
authorities, including among other things, relating to election secu
rity, campaign finance, misuse of electronic data, and the types of 
obstructive conduct that the Mueller Report describes; and 3) con
sidering whether any of the conduct described in the Special Coun
sel's Report warrants the Committee in taking any further steps 
under Congress' Article 1 powers." The Judiciary Committee's re
port states that this includes whether to recommend "articles of im
peachment with respect to the President or any other Administra
tion official, as well as the consideration of other steps such as cen
sure or issuing criminal, civil or administrative referrals." The 
Committee further noted that. "No determination has been made 
as to such further actions, and the Committee needs to review the 
unredacted report, the underlying evidence, and associated docu-

76 Eastland v. U.S. Servicemen·'s Fund, 421 U.S. 491, 50 n.15 (1975). 
77 Barenblatt u. United States, 360 U.S. 109, 111 (1959). 
78 McGrain v. Daugherty, 273 U.S. 135, 161, 174 (1927); see also Eastland, 421 U.S. at 504 

("[i]ssuance of subpoenas ... has long been held to be a legitimate use by Congress of its power 
to investigate1

'). 

79 McGrain, 273 U.S. at 175. 
so Watkins u. United States, 354 U.S. 178, 200 (1957); see also McGrain, 273 U.S. at 178 ("[w]e 

are bonnd to presume that the action of the legislative body was with a legitimate legislative 
object" (internal quotations omitted)). 
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ments so that it can ascertain the facts and consider its next 
steps." 81 As noted above, this resolution also authorizes the Judici
ary Committee to assert in court that it is seeking information pre
liminary to a judicial proceeding. 

Use of the full range of Article I authorities under this Resolu
tion is necessary to address the President and his Administration's 
extensive efforts to stonewall congressional oversight and to block 
enforcement of congressional subpoenas.82 These measures include 
the unprecedented defiance of committee subpoenas on the ground 
that the committee lacks a "legitimate legislative purpose" 83 ; as
sertions of executive privilege 84 and absolute immunity without a 
valid basis 85 ; and withholding of information based on other 
grounds that lack a statutory basis. 86 

It is in the interests of the House and the committees first and 
foremost to achieve reasonable and good faith accommodations with 
the Administration regarding any and all outstanding requests, 
whether or not they are pursuant to duly issued subpoenas. The 
record of this Congress as set forth in this report and otherwise 
make that clear. Those efforts remain ongoing of course. Notwith
standing the provisions of this Resolution, it is to be expected the 
relevant committees will continue their efforts to reach accommo
dation whenever possible. 

Conclusion 

In examining this constant and ongoing stonewalling, it is clear 
that President Trump and his Administration do not recognize 
Congress as a co-equal branch of government with independent 
constitutional oversight authority. The systemic and widespread 
nature of the obstruction indicates it will continue in both breadth 
and brazenness. If allowed to go unchecked, the Trump Adminis
tration's obstruction means the end of Congressional oversight and 
the erosion of the fundamental bedrock principle of checks and bal
ances that anchors our Constitution and form of government. This 
Democratic Majority is committed to defending Congress' power as 
an independent branch of government to hold this or any adminis
tration accountable. It is because of this unprecedented 
stonewalling by the Trump Administration that the House will 
take the rare and important step to consider this resolution author
izing the Judiciary Committee to enforce its duly issued subpoenas 
relating to the vitally important Mueller Report and reaffirms that 

81 Contempt report at 21, specifying the scope of the Committee's investigation with respect 
to which the information in the Barr and McGahn subpoenas is sought. 

82 As the Committee on the Judiciary explained when it recommended articles of impeachment 
against President Richard Nixon, when a President "fail[s] without lawful cause or excuse to 
produce papers and things as directed by duly authorized subpoenas," he "violat[es] [] his con
stitutional duty to take care that the Jaws be faithfully executed." The President cannot be per
mitted to "interpos[e] the powers of the Presidency against the lawful subpoenas of the House 
of Representatives." H. Rep. 93-1305 (1974) pp 1-4. 

83 Complaint at 3, Trump v. Conirn. on Oversight & Reform of the United States House of Rep
resentatiues, No. CV 01136 ("Chairman Cummings' subpoena of Mazars lacks a legitimate legis
lative purpose."). 

84 Letter to Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, from Pat Cipollone, Coun
sel to the President (May 20, 2019). 

85 Mem. Op., Re: Testimonial Immunity Before Congress of the Former Counsel to the Presi
dent, Office of Legal Counsel (May 20, 2019). 

86 Attorney General Barr redacted significant portions of the Mueller Report, for example, on 
the ground that disclosure of those portions to Congress could harm ongoing law enforcement 
investigations, compromise personal privacy of third parties 1 or compromise investigative 
sources and methods. See Letter to Hon. Jerrold Nadler, Chairman, H. Comm on the Judiciary 
from William Barr, Attorney General (Mar. 29, 2019). 
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all committees have the ability, when authorized by the House or 
the BLAG, to turn to the Federal courts to enforce its subpoenas 
to get the information they need to conduct effective oversight. 
House Democrats will continue to legislate, investigate, and litigate 
within our Constitutional authority and for the American people. 
House Resolution 430 gets to that end. 

HEARINGS 

The Committee on Rules did not hold a hearing on this measure. 
While Sec. 103(i) of H. Res. 6 provides a point of order against any 
bill or joint resolution reported by committee if the report does not 
contain a list of relevant committee and subcommittee hearings, 
which includes the designation of at least one such hearing that 
was used to develop or consider the underlying measure, as a sim
ple resolution, this measure is not subject to that requirement. 

COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION 

The Committee on Rules met on June 10, 2019, in open session 
and ordered H. Res. 430, favorably reported with an amendment to 
the House by a record vote of 8 yeas and 4 nays, a quorum being 
present. 

COMMITTEE VOTES 

Clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representa
tives requires the Committee to list the record votes on the motion 
to report the legislation and amendments thereto. A motion by Mr. 
Perlmutter to report the resolution, as amended, to the House with 
a favorable recommendation was agreed to by a record vote of 8 
yeas and 4 nays, a quorum being present. The names of Members 
voting for and against follow: 

Rules Committee record vote No. 107 
Motion by Mr. Perlmutter to report the resolution, as amended, 

to the House with a favorable recommendation. Agreed to: 8 yeas 
and 4 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings ,. Mr. Cole . Nay 
Mrs. Torres . Yea Mr. Woodall . Nay 
Mr. Perlmutter ,. Yea Mr. Burgess . Nay 
Mr. Raskin ,. Yea Mrs. Lesko ,. Nay 
Ms. Scanlon Yea 
Mr. Morelle .. Yea 
Ms. Shalala . Yea 
Mr. DeSaulnier ,. Yea 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Yea 

The committee also considered the following amendments on 
which record votes were requested. The names of Members voting 
for and against follow: 

Rules Committee record vote No. 99 
Motion by Mr. Cole to postpone consideration of H. Res. 430 in

definitely, pursuant to clause 4(a)(7) of House Rule XVI. Not 
Agreed to: 4 yeas and 8 nays. 
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Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres . 
Mr. Perlmutter 
Mr. Raskin .. 
Ms. Scanlon .. 
Mr. Morel le . 

Majority Memuers 

Ms. Shalala . 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

24 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall . 
Mr. Burgess 
Mrs. Lesko ... 

Rules Committee record vote No. 100 

Minori1y Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of
fered by Mr. Cole to require that before the chair of the Committee 
on the Judiciary seeks such relief as described in the first resolved 
clause, he certify in writing to the Clerk of the House that he has 
personally reviewed all official Government reports related to the 
subpoena that is the subject of the resolution accompanying House 
Report 116-105. Not Agreed to: 4 yeas to 8 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres . Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin Nay Mrs. Lesko Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .. . Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 101 
Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of

fered by Mr. Cole to require that before the chair of the Committee 
on the Judiciary seeks such relief as described in the first resolving 
clause the chair shall certify in writing to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives that he has made a good faith effort to negotiate 
with the Attorney General regarding such subpoena. Not Agreed to: 
4 yeas and 8 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres . Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin .. Nay Mrs. Lesko .. Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .... Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala . Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 102 
Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of

fered by Mrs. Lesko to require that the Office of General Counsel 
of the House of Representatives shall periodically report to the 
House of Representatives the expenditures incurred with respect to 
any judicial proceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to the 



26791

25 

authority described in the first resolving clause. Not Agreed to: 4 
yeas and 8 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Mem!1ers Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres Nay Mr. Woodall .. Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter . Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin . Nay Mrs. Lesko .. Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 103 
Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of

fered by Mr. Burgess to provide that the Office of General Counsel 
of the House of Representatives may not hire any person who is a 
registered lobbyist under the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 or 
who is employed by a lobbying firm (as such term is defined in sec
tion 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1602)). Not 
Agreed to: 4 yeas and 8 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres .. Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter . Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin .. Nay Mrs. Lesko .. Yea 
Ms. Scanlon .. Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala . Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman .. Nay 

Rules Committee record vote No. 104 
Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of

fered by Mr. Cole to require that in the case of any judicial pro
ceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to the authority de
scribed in the first resolving clause, the Office of General Counsel 
of the House of Representatives shall provide to the Bipartisan 
Legal Advisory Group, and make available to any Member of the 
House of Representatives upon request, a description of, in the 
opinion of the General Counsel, the likelihood of success on the 
merits and strategy for addressing the decision of the Court of Ap
peals for the District of Columbia in McKeever v. Barr No. 17-5149 
<D.C. Cir. 2019). Not Agreed to: 4 yeas and 8 nays. 

Majority Members Vote Minority Members Vote 

Mr. Hastings .. Mr. Cole . Yea 
Mrs. Torres . Nay Mr. Woodall . Yea 
Mr. Perlmutter .. Nay Mr. Burgess . Yea 
Mr. Raskin . Nay Mrs. Lesko .. Yea 
Ms. Scanlon Nay 
Mr. Morelle . Nay 
Ms. Shalala . Nay 
Mr. DeSaulnier ... Nay 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . Nay 
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Rules Committee record vote No. 105 
Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of

fered by Mr. Woodall to provide that 10 days prior to hiring a law
yer or a consultant for the purpose of initiating or intervening in 
a judicial proceeding pursuant to the authority described in the 
first or second resolving clause, the Office of General Counsel of the 
House of Representatives shall provide to the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives and make available to any Member of the House 
of Representatives upon request the intended contract containing 
the terms of hire. Not Agreed to: 4 yeas and 8 nays. 

Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres 

Majority Members 

Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin .. 
Ms. Scanlon 
Mr. Morelle . 
Ms. Shalala . 
Mr. DeSaulnier .... 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .. 

Rules Committee record vote No. 106 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

Amendment to the Amendment in the Nature of a Substitute of
fered by Mr. Burgess to require that in the case of any judicial pro
ceeding initiated or intervened in pursuant to the authority de
scribed in the first or second resolving clause, the chair of the rel
evant committee shall provide to the Clerk of the House of Rep
resentatives and make available to any Member of the House of 
Representatives upon request the source of the funds used to pay 
the costs associated with such judicial proceeding, including any 
corresponding reduction in the budget of any office or committee. 
Not Agreed to: 4 yeas and 8 nays. 

Mr. Hastings .. 
Mrs. Torres 

Majority Members 

Mr. Perlmutter .. 
Mr. Raskin ... . 
Ms. Scanlon .. . 
Mr. Morelle . 
Ms. Shalala 
Mr. DeSaulnier .. 
Mr. McGovern, Chairman . 

Vote 

Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 
Nay 

Mr. Cole . 
Mr. Woodall 
Mr. Burgess . 
Mrs. Lesko .. 

Minority Members Vote 

Yea 
Yea 
Yea 
Yea 

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(l) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee made findings and recommenda
tions that are reflected in this report. 

PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee establishes the following per
formance related goals and objectives for this legislation: 

The resolution authorizes the chair of the Committee on the Ju
diciary, acting on behalf of the committee, to initiate or intervene 
in any judicial proceeding before a Federal court to seek enforce-
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ment of certain subpoenas duly issued by the committee. The reso
lution reaffirms the ability of any committee and permanent select 
committee, when authorized by the Bipartisan Legal Advisory 
Group, to initiate or intervene in any judicial proceeding before a 
Federal court to seek enforcement of its duly issued subpoena. The 
resolution also states that, in connection with any judicial pro
ceeding brought under the authorities described, the chair of any 
standing or permanent select committee has any and all necessary 
authority under Article I of the Constitution. The resolution re
quires that when a committee initiates or intervenes in a civil en
forcement action in Federal court pursuant to the resolution that 
the chair of that committee must notify the House. 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE STATEMENT 

No advisory committees within the meaning of section 5(b) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act were created by this legislation. 

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

First Resolved Clause. This clause provides independent author
ity for the chair of the Committee on the Judiciary, on behalf of the 
Committee, to initiate or intervene in any judicial proceeding be
fore a Federal court to seek enforcement of the subpoenas duly 
issued to William P. Barr, Attorney General, U.S. Department of 
Justice, and Donald F. McGahn, II, former White House Counsel. 

Second Resolved Clause. This clause reaffirms that the chair of 
each standing and permanent select committee, when authorized 
by the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group, retains the ability to ini
tiate or intervene in any judicial proceeding before a Federal court 
on behalf of such committee, to seek the enforcement of any sub
poena duly issued by the committee. 

Third Resolved Clause. This clause ensures that in connection 
with any judicial proceedings brought under the authorities de
scribed, the chair of any standing or permanent select committee 
has any and all necessary authority under Article I of the Constitu
tion. 

Fourth Resolved Clause. This clause requires that the chair of 
any standing or permanent select committee notify the House with 
respect to the commencement of any judicial proceeding pursuant 
to the authorities described. 

Fifth Resolved Clause. This clause allows the Office of the Gen
eral Counsel, when authorized by the Speaker, to represent any 
standing or permanent select committee in any judicial proceeding 
initiated or intervened in pursuant to the authority described in 
the resolution. 

Sixth Resolved Clause. This clause provides that the Office of the 
General Counsel is authorized to retain private counsel, either for 
pay or pro bono, to assist in the representation of any standing or 
select committee in any judicial proceeding initiated or intervened 
in pursuant to the authorities described in the resolution. 
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CHANGES IN EXISTING HOUSE RULES MADE BY THE RESOLUTION, AS 
REPORTED 

In compliance with clause 3(g) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee finds that this resolution 
does not propose to repeal or amend a standing rule of the House. 
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DISSENTING VIEWS 

H. Res. 430 is the latest misstep in the Democratic Majority's 
journey to shadow impeach the President. Unfortunately, this 
measure does not adequately provide a pathway for the U.S. House 
of Representatives to fulfill its Article I responsibilities and conduct 
prudent and targeted oversight. As such, we cannot support it. The 
options before the Democratic Majority to acquire the information 
they seek are numerous, yet the tool they selected and enshrined 
in H. Res. 430 is unwieldly and ineffective at best, and at worst, 
places the credibility of the institution in court and in the hands 
of an untested legal theory. 

We would be remiss if we did not express our disappointment 
that the Majority held no legislative hearings on the text and 
moved directly to a Full Committee Markup a mere four days after 
introduction, with only six Members of the Democratic Majority 
joining as cosponsors. Not to mention neglecting to have the very 
Chairman who authorized the underlying subpoenas referenced in 
the text testify before the Rules Committee. As we seek to under
stand the Majority's expedited consideration of H. Res. 430, we find 
the following statement from a member of the Democratic Caucus 
instructive: 

''Yes, we simply do not have 400 days to wait before mak
ing sure that we are protected in the 2020 election. We 
know that in 2016, the Russians interfered with our elec
tion so that they could help Donald Trurnp get elected. 
Donald Trump will stand for reelection again in a very 
short period of time, and we don't have 400 days to wait 
to determine whether or not we are in shape to withstand 
any additional attempts for the Russians to try to interfere 
to help Trump get reelected." 1 

Members of the Democratic Majority have previously articulated 
the key flaws we see in the entire process leading this Committee 
to consider H. Res. 430, and indeed, in the premise of the resolu
tion itself. While these comments were written in defense of a pre
vious attorney general, they perfectly apply to the situation before 
this Committee and ultimately the full House: 

"As a Member of Congress, I treat assertions of executive 
privilege very seriously. I believe they should be used only 
sparingly. In this case, it seems clear the Administration 
was forced into a position by the committee's insistence on 
pushing forward with contempt. Despite the Attorney Gen
eral's good-faith offer, Mr. Chairman, it did not have to be 
this way. We could have postponed today's vote and accept
ed the Attorney General's offer. Instead, by not honoring the 

1 May 8, 2019 House Judiciary Committee Business Meeting at 148. 

(29) 
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Constitution's charge to seek accommodations when pos
sible, the prestige of this committee has been diminished. 
As a result, that should concern us all."2 

While the resolution contains a number of drafting flaws, we find 
three grave errors in the fundamental premise of the legislation 
that are deserving of this body's careful consideration and delibera
tion before further rushing to a vote of the full House. It should 
also be of interest to Members of this distinguished institution that 
during consideration of H. Res. 430, we attempted to reach across 
the aisle to offer solutions to some of the most basic, technical prob
lems with the drafting of the legislation, including ensuring that 
registered lobbyists would not be paid by the House, and therefore 
the American taxpayer, under the authorities provided in H. Res. 
430. This amendment, which was supported by our Democratic col
leagues in a previous Congress, was rejected by every Democratic 
member of the Rules Committee-giving us significant pause for 
the future of this institution in the hands of this Democratic Major
ity. 

The Resolution is Unprecedented in Speed and Sequencing 

The U.S. House of Representatives has only sued for documents 
twice, and in both cases the individuals in question were first 
found in contempt of Congress at both the committee level and by 
the full House. In the case of Attorney General William P. Barr 
and Mr. Donald F. McGahn, the Democratic Majority has opted not 
to hold these individuals in contempt of Congress at this time de
spite taking action in the House Judiciary Committee. This strat
egy is unprecedented in the House. Never before has this institu
tion moved to sue without exercising all of its options to get the 
information it desires, including first voting on criminal contempt. 
Not only is H. Res. 430 unprecedented in the sequencing of events, 
but also in the timeframe in which the actions compare to the two 
previous instances. 

William Barr .. 
Eric Holder 
Harriet Miers .. 

First R&quest until Contempt in Committee 

44 days . 
464 days 
138 days . 

Subpoena until Contempt in Committee 

19 days 
255 days 
42 days 

The Resolution Increases Risk to the Institution 

The path that H. Res. 430 forces the House upon puts this insti
tution on weak legal footing in the eyes of the court. When the 
House sued for documents in the two previous instances noted 
above, the government officials were first held in contempt. In 
other words, the House had utilized all the tools in its toolbox. 
That is not the case here. These untested tactics risk the House 
losing in court, causing long-term damage to the institution and an 

2 Statement of Congressman Elijah Cummings. Oversight and Government Reform Com
mittee, Report Recommending that the House of Representatives Find Elie H. Holder, Jr., Attor
ney General, U.S. Department of Justice, in Contempt of Congress for Refusal To Comply With 
A Subpoena Duly Issued By The Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, June 20, 
2012. Available at: https://republicans-oversight.house.gov/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/6-19-12-
Fast-and-Fuiious-Contempt-Report. pdf. 
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utter waste of taxpayer resources-both time and financial. The de
bate over the inclusion of 6(e) materials in the underlying subpoena 
related to Attorney General Barr is of particular relevance here. 
While House Judiciary Committee Chairman Jerrold Nadler has 
made numerous statements, including in a May 24, 2019 letter to 
the Department of Justice, that his Committee is not seeking any 
documents that are properly subject to Rule 6(e), the very subpoena 
he issued, and referenced in paragraph one of H. Res. 430, applies 
to 6(e) materials, making it impossible for Attorney General Barr 
to fully comply with the subpoena without breaking the law. As 
highlighted in the House Judiciary Committee's dissenting views in 
House Report 116-105: 

At the Committee business meeting to discuss the contempt cita
tion, Chairman Nadler acknowledged a difference between the in
tent of the subpoena and the language in the actual subpoena itself 
Amidst a discussion about grand jury ("6(e)") material-which 
would require the Attorney General to break the law in order to 
produce to the Committee-the Chairman stated: 

The reason that was in the subpoena was to increase our clout in 
court in getting the 6(e) material, hopefully with the Attorney Gen
eral's support, but it is in no way meant to force him to give that 
support. 

This astonishing admission strikes at the heart of the matter: the 
Chairman is not interested in obtaining documents through the ac
commodations process but rather positioning himself for litigation. 

Further, after acknowledging it was not the Chairman's intent to 
include this grand jury material, he stated: 

No, we are not going to issue a new subpoena. We have 
no intention and never had any intention of enforcing--of 
trying to force the Attorney General or anyone else to give 
us 6(e) material without going to court. 

The Chairman also stated: 
. . . it has never been our intention, as we have stated 

before, to ask the Attorney General to violate the law. We 
have always intended and we have made it very clear that 
we wanted him to come to court with us to ask for an ex
emption to Rule 6(e). 

These statements indicate the Chairman's goal all along was to 
go to court and not engage in the accommodations process. If the 
Chairman believed the material could not be obtained absent going 
to court, he could have carved out language to that effect in the sub
poena or an accompanying cover letter. He did not do this. Instead, 
he expects the Attorney General to go to court seeking this mate
rial-something the Chairman has provided no precedent for-and 
moved to hold him in contempt in part because the Attorney General 
did not do this. 3 

To be clear, the Attorney General's refusal to go to court along 
with Chairman Nadler is in no way a proper demand of the Chair, 

3 Dissenting views in H. Rept. 116-105-Resolution Recommending That The House Of Rep
resentatives Find William P. Barr, Attorney General, U.S. Department Of Justice, In Contempt 
Of Congress For Refusal To Comply With A Subpoena Duly Issued By The Committee On The 
Judiciary, Jun. 6,2019, pp. 24-41. Available at: https://www.congress.gov/116/crpt/hrpt105/ 
CRPT-16hrpt105. pdf. 
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nor should be considered a proper basis for this proposed action of 
the House. 

During the April 3, 2019 House Judiciary Committee markup au
thorizing the subpoena referenced in (l)(A) of H. Res. 430, Con
gressman Ken Buck (R-CO) offered an amendment stating: 

This Resolution shall not be construed as authorizing the 
Chairman to issue a subpoena for the production of infor
mation where such production would violate Rule 6(e) of 
the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 4 

Meaning that the subpoena in question wouldn't cover 6(e) mate
rials, ensuring that the Attorney General of the United States 
would not be forced to choose between complying with subpoena or 
complying with the law. Chairman Nadler and every Democratic 
Member of the Judiciary Committee voted against this amendment 
and it was rejected by a vote of 24-16. 

On April 9, 2019, the Congressional Research Service released a 
"Legal Sidebar" on a DC District Court decision McKeever v. Hold
er: 

On April 5, 2019, the three-judge panel in McKeever 
ruled that federal courts lack "inherent authority" to au
thorize the disclosure of grand jury matters in cir
cumstances not covered by an explicit exception set out in 
Rule 6(e) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. It 
thus appears that, for the time being, the panel's decision 
has closed off one potential avenue for Congress to obtain 
grand jury material in federal court in the District of Co
lumbia (though the decision could always be reheard en 
bane or overturned by the Supreme Court). 

That said, as the McKeever decision notes, Congress pre
viously was successful in obtaining grand jury materials 
pursuant to the Rule 6(e) exception for disclosure "prelimi
narily to or in connection with a judicial proceeding" on the 
theory that an authorized impeachment inquiry is prelimi
nary to such a proceeding. That avenue appears to remain 
available to Congress after McKeever. 

Furthermore, Congress has in the past taken the position 
that it possesses independent constitutional authority to ob
tain grand jury materials regardless of the applicability of 
any Rule 6(e) exceptions-i.e., that the rule of grand jury 
secrecy simply does not apply to Congress when it is acting 
within the "sphere of legitimate legislative activity." But 
while two courts have appeared to agree with that position, 
the Department of Justice (and some other courts) have 
contested it. 5 

The McKeever decision is instructive to the consideration of H. 
Res. 430 in a few areas: 

4 Markup of Resolution authorizing issuance of suhpoena, H. Comm. on the Judiciary, 116th 
Cong., 1st Session, Apr. 3, 2019, Amendment-Buck #2, available at: https://docs.house.gov/Com
mittee/Calendar/ByEvent.aspx?EventID=109260. 

5 Foster, Michael, "Do Courts Have Inherent Authority to Release Secret Grand Jury Mate
rials?". CRS Legal Sidebar, April 9. 2019. Available at: https://www.crs.gov/Reports/ 
LSB 10201 ?source=search&guid=e30d31d0ce6e40d6b61875dcf 486 7 487 &index=0. 
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• As the court ruled that federal courts lack "inherent authority" 
to authorize the disclosure of grand jury matters in circumstances 
not covered by an explicit exception set out in Rule 6(e), the sub
poena authorized by Chairman Nadler is inherently flawed and un
enforceable. 

• Pursuing civil action to enforce a subpoena covering material 
that federal courts cannot authorize virtually ensures the House 
will lose and inflict long-term damage on the institution through 
flawed and untested legal theories. 

• The decision notes that Congress previously was successful in 
obtaining grand jury materials pursuant to the Rule 6(e) exception 
for disclosure "preliminarily to or in connection with a judicial pro
ceeding" on the theory that an authorized impeachment inquiry is 
preliminary to such a proceeding. In the situation before us, clear 
distinctions are drawn between the previous legal success where 
the individuals in question were first held in contempt, and the 
current context in which the full House as not taken a single vote 
as it relates to contempt. 

The Resolution is the Least Effective Means 

Other than securing news headlines, it is largely unclear what 
Chairman Nadler and Chairman McGovern are trying to accom
plish, as this resolution upends process, bipartisanship, and the 
foundation needed for this institution to have the best chance of 
success in court. While H. Res. 430 purports to replace the need for 
a vote of the Full House for the vote of the three Majority Members 
of the Bipartisan Legal Advisory Group, this structure only fur
thers our concern that taking away the voice of the Full House on 
an issue of the Constitutional separation of powers will lead to long 
term damage to the institution. The risk assumed by passage of 
this resolution leads us to believe that success in court and the 
preservation of this institution is unfortunately being neglected for 
other priorities of the Majority. 

Leading us to again wonder, why are countless hours being wast
ed to consider this legislation now when arguably, the Democratic 
Majority could have done this months ago. We had hoped their ne
glect to do so was evidence of their understanding of the dangerous 
long-term implications of this approach, but circumstances show 
otherwise. 

While the actions of the Democratic Majority have left us with 
little confidence that our concerns will be taken into account in 
their abandonment of governing for the sake of singular fixation on 
the results of the 2016 General Election, we hope they will at least 
consider the poignant words of one of their own chairmen: 

"Why are we steamrolling ahead on a matter of such 
gravity? The answer is plain and simple: politics." 

"I want this institution to be strong, I also want the exec
utive branch to be strong. That's part of our duty, too. But 
when I see accommodation, when I see the Attorney General 
trying to work with us [ . .. ] We are very close to main
taining the integrity of both institutions. The Constitution 
calls for accommodation of each other and respect for each 
other." 
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"It's not my way or the highway, that's not how we oper
ate. "6 

TOM COLE. 
ROB WOODALL. 
MICHAEL C. BURGESS. 
DEBBIE LESKO. 

0 

6 Statement of Congressman Elijah Cummings. Rules Committee Hearing on H. Res. 706 and 
H. Res. 711, 112th Cong., 2nd Session, Juu. 27, 2012 available at: https://rules.house.gov/video/ 
rules-committee-hearing-h-res-706-and-h-res-711. 
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